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PETITION OF MCIMKTRO ACCESS TRANSMISSION SERVICES, LLC
FOR ARBITRATION WITH FARMERS TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE, INC. ,

HARGRAY TELEPHONE COMPANY, HOME TELEPHONE CO., INC. ,
AND PBT TKLKCOM, INC. , UNDER THK
TELECOMMUNICATIONS ACT OF 1996

MCImetro Access Transmission Services, LLC ("MCI") hereby petitions the South

Carolina Public Service Commission ("Commission" ) to arbitrate, pursuant to Section 252(b) of

the Telecommunications Act of 1996 ("Act") and other law, certain terms and conditions of

proposed agreements between MCI and Farmers Telephone Cooperative, Inc. , Hargray

Telephone Company, Home Telephone Co., Inc. , and PBT Telecom, Inc. (collectively, "the

ILECs" or "ITCs").

PARTIES

1. Petitioner's MCI's full name and its official business address for its South

Carolina operations are as follows:

MCImetro Access Transmission Services, LLC
Six Concourse Parkway
Suite 600
Atlanta, Georgia 30328
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the Telecommunications Act of 1996 ("Act") and other law, certain terms and conditions of

proposed agreements
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between MCI and Farmers Telephone Cooperative, Inc., Hargray

Home Telephone Co., Inc., and PBT Telecom, Inc. (collectively, "the

PARTIES

1. Petitioner's MCI's

Carolina operations are as follows:

fi_ll name and its official business address for its South

MCImetro Access Transmission Services, LLC

Six Concourse Parkway
Suite 600

Atlanta, Georgia 30328



MCI is a Delaware limited liability company with its principal place of business at

22001Loudoun Parkway, Ashburn, Virginia 20147. MCI has a Certificate of Authority issued by

the Commission that authorizes MCI to provide local exchange service in South Carolina. MCI

is a "telecommunications carrier" and "local exchange carrier" under the Act.

2. The names and addresses of MCI's representatives in this proceeding are as

follows:

Darra W. Cothran, Esquire
Warren Herndon, Esquire
Woodward, Cothran k Herndon
Post Office Box 12399
Columbia, South Carolina 29211
Phone (803)799-9772
Fax (803) 799-3256
dwcothran wchlaw. com

K.ennard B.Woods, Esq.
MCI Law and Public Policy
Six Concourse Parkway
Suite 600
Atlanta, Georgia 30328
Phone (770) 284-5497
Fax (770)284-5488
ken. woods@mci. corn

3. Each of the ILECs is a corporation organized and formed under the laws of the

State of South Carolina. The business address for each ILEC, according to the South Carolina

Secretary of State's office, is located as follows:

Farmers Telephone Cooperative, Inc. : Registered Agent: J.L. McDaniel,
1101E. Main Street, Kingstree, South Carolina 29556;

MCI is a Delaware limited liability company with its principal place of business at

22001LoudounParkway,Ashburn,Virginia 20147. MCI hasaCertificateof Authority issuedby

the Commissionthat authorizesMCI to providelocalexchangeservicein SouthCarolina. MCI

is a"telecommunicationscarrier" and"local exchangecarrier"undertheAct.
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Six Concourse Parkway
Suite 600

Atlanta, Georgia 30328

Phone (770) 284-5497

Fax (770)284-5488

ken.woods@mci.com

3. Each of the ILECs is a corporation organized and formed under the laws of the

State of South Carolina. The business address for each ILEC, according to the South Carolina

Secretary of State's office, is located as follows:

Farmers Telephone Cooperative, Inc.: Registered Agent: J.L. McDaniel,

1101 E. Main Street, Kingstree, South Carolina 29556;



Hargray Telephone Company, Inc. : Registered Agent: L.E. Harney,

Hardeeville, South Carolina;

Home Telephone Company, Inc. : Registered Agent: Robert L. Helmby,

322 Main, Moncks Corner, South Carolina;

PBT Telecom, Inc. : Registered Agent: L. Stephen Coffield, 330 E. Black

Street, Rock Hill, South Carolina, 29730-9414.

4. Each of the ILECs provides local exchange, toll (sometimes through affiliates)

and other services within its franchised areas in South Carolina. Each ILEC is an "incumbent

local exchange carrier" ("ILEC")under the terms of the Act.

S. The ILECs have negotiated collectively with MCI. A draft of the interconnection

agreement (hereinafter, "the Agreement" ) reflecting the parties' negotiations to date is attached

hereto as Exhibit C. Accordingly, and because the issues remaining between the parties apply to

each ILEC, it is administratively efficient and economical for the Commission to hear these

matters in a single docket. The ILECs have consented to the filing of a joint Petition by MCI,

and the consents of those ILECs which so stated in writing are evidenced by Exhibit D. MCI

intends to discuss with the ILECs the scheduling of the filing of testimony and discovery, as well

as of the date for hearing of this Petition, and, if practicable, to jointly propose such scheduling

to the Commission.

,HJRISDICTION

6. The Commission has jurisdiction over MCI's Petition under the Act. Copies of

the agreements with the ILECs memorializing the requests for negotiation of interconnection

agreements in South Carolina are attached as Exhibit A. This Petition is timely filed.
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NEGOTIATIONS

7. Negotiation of the interconnection agreements commenced on or about October 8,

2004. Negotiations have dealt with general terms and conditions, interconnection, ordering,

number portability and other issues. The parties have been able to resolve a number of the issues

raised during the negotiations, but several issues remain unresolved. The issues MCI wishes to

arbitrate are addressed in the Statement of Unresolved Issues below and in the matrix attached

hereto as Exhibit B. The "SC ITC Position" with respect to each issue identified in Exhibit B is

as characterized by MCI.

8. In Exhibit C, agreed-upon language is shown in normal type, disputed language

by the ILECs is shown as bold and disputed language proposed by MCI is shown as bold,

italicized and underlined. In its Statement of Unresolved Issues and in Exhibit B, MCI has

referenced certain, but not necessarily all, provisions in Exhibit C relating to each issue.

9. MCI requests the Commission to approve the Agreement between MCI and the

ILECs reflecting (i) the agreed-upon language in Exhibit C and (ii) the resolution in this

arbitration proceeding of the unresolved issues described below.

STATEMENT OF UNRESOLVED ISSUES

A. GENERAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS

ISSUE Pl
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Issue: Should the Agreement state that it is pursuant only to

$$ 251 (a) and (b) and 252 of the Act? (GT 0 C, in the
third "whereas" clause)

MCI position: No. Law other than these subsections covers the
relationship between interconnecting carriers. MCI has
proposed additional language that ensures that the lTCs'
asserted rural exemption rights are not prejudiced.

ILKC position: ITCs believe that only the noted subsections of section 251
apply to this agreement.

Disputed Language: WHEREAS, the Parties wish to interconnect their facilities and
exchange traffic specifically for the purposes of fulfilling their
obligations pursuant to Sections 251 (a) and (b), and 252 of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996 ("the Act").ILEC asserts that it
isexem t romthe rovisionso section 251 c o theAct and
CLEC has not re uested an thin rom ILEC ursuant to section
251 c . B enterin into this A reement ILEC does not waive its
ri ht to assert that it is exem t rom section 251 c and CLEC
does not waive its ri ht to assert that 1 ILEC is not exem t rom
section 251 c or 2 that i ILEC is exem t its exem tion should
be terminated. Purpose. The Parties agree that the rates, terms and
conditions contained within this Agreement, including all
Attachments, comply and conform with each Parties' obligations
under Sections 251 (a) dt, (b), and 252 of the Act.

10. The triggering event for arbitration of an interconnection agreement is a request

for negotiation pursuant to sections 251 and 252 of the Act. Under section 252 (e) (2), the

Commission may reject a negotiated portion of the Agreement only if it discriminates against

other telecommunications carriers, or is not consistent with the public interest. Thus negotiated

provisions typically are broadly subject to federal and state law, as well as policies and interests

that range outside the Act. As to the arbitrated sections of the Agreement, all of section 251 - not

only section 251 (a) and (b) - applies. Other sections of the Communications Act of 1934, as

amended, apply as well, such as the non-discrimination provisions of 47 U.S.C. section 202.

Issue: Should the Agreement state that it is pursuant only to

§§ 251 (a) and (b) and 252 of the Act? (GT & C, inthe
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CLEC has not requested anvthing from ILEC pursuant to section

251(c). By entering into this Agreement, ILEC does not waive its

right to assert that it is exempt from section 251(c), and CLEC
does not waive its right to assert that 1) ILEC is not exempt from

section 251(c), or 2) that if lLEC is exempt, its exemption should

be terminated. Purpose. The Parties agree that the rates, terms and

conditions contained within this Agreement, including all

Attachments, comply and conform with each Parties' obligations

under Sections 251 (a) & (b), and 252 of the Act.

10. The triggering event for arbitration of an interconnection agreement is a request

for negotiation pursuant to sections 251 and 252 of the Act. Under section 252 (e) (2), the

Commission may reject a negotiated portion of the Agreement only if it discriminates against

other telecommunications carriers, or is not consistent with the public interest. Thus negotiated

provisions typically are broadly subject to federal and state law, as well as policies and interests

that range outside the Act. As to the arbitrated sections of the Agreement, all of section 251 - not

only section 251 (a) and (b) - applies. Other sections of the Communications Act of 1934, as

amended, apply as well, such as the non-discrimination provisions of 47 U.S.C. section 202.



11. The ITCs appear to be claiming the rural exemption of section 251 (c). By stating

that the Act applies to the Agreement, the exemption, even assuming it exists, is not affected. In

any event, and without waiving its rights to contest application of the exemption, MCI has

proposed the additional language highlighted above to allay the ITCs' concerns. Therefore,

MCI's proposed language should be adopted.

ISSUE P2

Issue: How much time should the party receiving a default notice

for non-payment have to cure the problem and how should

it be notified? (GTA, C, section 3.1.3, 26)

MCI position: Because the problem often may be non-receipt of a paper
bill, MCI needs an emailed or faxed copy of the bill to

accompany an emailed notice (since another letter may go
to the wrong location again), and it needs 30 days to
respond. Even with 30 days MCI would not be able to
enter the paper bill in its audit systems, and would barely

have time to gain approvals and processing of emergency

payment.

ILKC position: ITCs believe 10 days written notice should be adequate

time to respond to a written notice.

Disputed Language: Notwithstanding the above, ILEC may terminate this Agreement if
CLEC is more than 30 days past due on any undisputed payment

obligation under this Agreement; provided that ILEC notifies

CLEC of such default and CLEC does not cure the default within

o recei t an emailed notice to erson desi nated in contract to

receive billin de auld notices with a co o the bill attached or
thetimea co o the bill would bese aratel axed.

Billing Notices for nonpayment should be emailed alon with

co o bill at issue either emailed or axed at same time as
~emml sent to:
Earl Hurter
Sr. Manager - Line Cost Management
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312-260-3599
Fax: 312-470-5611
email: earl. hurter@mci. corn

12. Given the volume of transactions between carriers generally, it is commercially

reasonable for a thirty (30) day notice period. It is also reasonable and customary, given today' s

electronic media, for notices to be transmitted in other than mail delivery. Such alternative

forms of transmissions ensure that notice will be received. The ITCs would not be prejudiced by

MCI's language, which should be adopted.

ISSUE P3

Issue: Should companies be required to provide JIP information?

(GTk C, section 9.5)

MCI position". No. This is not a mandatory field. No other ILEC has

asked that MCI provide this information, let alone on 90%
of calls. The ATIS Network Interconnection

Interoperability Forum is still working on rules for carriers

choosing to populate this field for VOIP traffic and

wireless carriers. The revised instructions for SIP for
landline carriers was only released in December. MCI does

not oppose putting "OR" as a condition of providing this or
CPN on calls. But there is only a recognized industry

standard to provide CPN currently.

ILKC position: SC ITCs believe this information is necessary to establish

the jurisdiction of calls.

Disputed Language: The Parties shall each perform traffic recording and

identification functions necessary to provide the services

contemplated hereunder. Each Party shall calculate

terminating duration of minutes used based on standard

automatic message accounting records made within each

Party's network. The records shall contain the information

to properly assess the jurisdiction of the call including ANI

or service provider information necessary to identify the

originating company, including the SIP and originating

312-260-3599
Fax:312-470-5611
email:earl.hurter@mci.com
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signaling information. The Parties shall each use

commercially reasonable efforts, to provide these records

monthly, but in no event later than thirty (30) days after

generation of the usage data.

13. Calling Party Number ("CPN") is the recognized industry standard for

transmitting messaging regarding the jurisdictional origin of calls. The FCC has determined that

interstate passage of CPN is in the public interest because,

consistent with the statutory intent underlying Sections 1 and 7 of the

Communications Act of 1934, as amended, it makes many new services and efficiencies

possible. The FCC has also adopted a federal rule and model for the passing of CPN. See 47

C.F.R. Part 64. With CPN, information regarding the jurisdictional origin of calls is passed

between carriers so that they may appropriately distinguish and rate calls for purposes, inter alia,

of compensation (e.g. , for reciprocal compensation or for access charges). MCI's switches pass

CPN to other carriers in accordance with industry standards.

14. "JIP" is an acronym for "jurisdiction information parameter. " JIP is an existing

six (6) digit (NPA-NXX) field in the SS7 message. This field is intended to designate

the jurisdictional point of origin per call. Unlike CPN, JIP has not yet become an industry

standard for transmitting messages between carriers. In December 2004 the ATIS Network

Interconnection Interoperability Forum Committee, which provides an open forum for the

discussion and resolution, on a voluntary basis, of industry-wide issues associated with

telecommunications network interconnection and inter operability that involve network

architecture, management, test and operations, published recommended rules for populating the

signalinginformation.ThePartiesshalleachuse
commerciallyreasonableefforts,to providetheserecords
monthly,but in noeventlaterthanthirty (30)daysafter
generationof theusagedata.
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C.F.R.Part 64. With CPN, information regardingthe jurisdictional origin of calls is passed
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six (6) digit (NPA-NXX) field in the SS7 message. This field is intended to designate

the jurisdictional point of origin per call. Unlike CPN, JIP has not yet become an industry

standard for transmitting messages between carriers. In December 2004 the ATIS Network

Interconnection Interoperability Forum Committee, which provides an open forum for the

discussion and resolution, on a voluntary basis, of industry-wide issues associated with

telecommunications network interconnection and interoperability that involve network

architecture, management, test and operations, published recommended rules for populating the



JIP for wireline carriers. There is still an open issue with the OBF Billing Committee regarding

populating the JIP for a call originating or terminating on an IP network. There are differing

views at the moment on how this should be populated. Hence, as the industry has recognized,

JIP is optional and still developing.

15. Other ILECs have not insisted that MCI use JIP. The additional language

proposed by the ITCs would require MCI to pay access charges if MCI does not provide JIP.

MCI local switches are utilized much differently in the network than ILEC and independent

telephone company switches. Like most CLECs, and unlike ILECs, MCI uses its local switch to

cover multiple serving areas, which include crossing state lines and LATAs. Thus an MCI local

switch is assigned one JIP NPA-NXX, regardless of where the call originated in the network.

For example, the MCI switch in Raleigh, North Carolina, serves the Columbia, South Carolina

area. With the language proposed by the ITCs, if the originating telephone number is in South

Carolina, while the JIP is the Raleigh NPA-NXX, MCI could pay access charges even for those

calls that are not toll. Such a result, when JIP is not yet the industry standard, would be unfair to

MCI, and inappropriate with regard to the interconnecting carriers generally.

ISSUE P4

Issue: Should parties be required to keep providing service to one

another during dispute resolution over payment for service?

(GTkC, Section 13.3.1)

MCI position: Yes. MCI believes that ITCs should not be able to disrupt

service to customers during the pendency of a dispute over

billing as this language would allow. The ITCs should be

allowed to discontinue service only if MCI loses the

dispute and payment is not being made. The ITCs can

JIP for wireline carriers.Thereis still anopenissuewith the OBFBilling Committeeregarding

populatingthe JIP for a call originatingor terminatingon an IP network. Therearediffering
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dispute and payment is not being made. The ITCs can
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petition the Commission to discontinue service and disrupt
end users if MCI is viewed as abusing dispute process to
not pay bills.

MCI believes that requiring escrow payments of disputed
amounts is a burden it should not have to bear if the ILEC
is wrongfully or inaccurately billing it. The dispute process
can take a great deal of time in reaching a resolution and
MCI cannot agree to pay monies out that it does not believe
it owes.

ILKC position: ITCs would agree if MCI would pay into escrow account
during dispute. But the ITC still believe they should be able

to cut off service during a billing dispute.

Disputed Language: Continuous Service. The Parties shall continue providing
services to each other during the pendency of any dispute

resolution procedure (other than a dispute related to
payment for service), and the Parties shall continue to
perform their payment obligations including making
payments in accordance with this Agreement.

16. It is industry practice, and expected by the Commission, that carriers not

disconnect or refuse services to end users for non-payment of disputed charges. Certainly no

less should be expected of the ITCs with regard to disputes that may arise regarding the billing of

services under the Agreement. The Commission serves as a forum for resolution of disputes

arising under interconnection agreements, and there should be an orderly process for resolving

disputes, rather than a resort to self-help that, as here, would have dire consequences for South

Carolina consumers and businesses. MCI believes that requiring escrow payments of disputed

amounts is a burden it should not have to bear if the ILEC is wrongfully or inaccurately billing it.

The dispute process can take a great deal of time in reaching a resolution, and MCI cannot agree

to pay monies out that it does not believe it owes even to an escrow account.

10
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ISSUE 05

Issue: Should the parties' liability to each other be limited, and should
they indemnify each other for certain claims? (OTIC, sections
22.2-22 4)

MCI position: No. Neither party should escape liability for wrongs it
commits in the eyes of the law.

ILKC position: Yes. Such limitation of liability should be for their
customer's actions, for their own intentional torts, and for
their own gross negligence and willful misconduct. ,

9isputed Language: All of sections 22.2-22.4

17. Statutory and common law allows parties the right to recover damages if they are

the victims of wrongs —either from torts or from breaches of contract, The parties should not be

required by this Commission to abandon those rights. If either party commits a wrong for which

a remedy is recognized in the law, that party should not be able to escape liability by hiding

behind this Agreement. The limitations of liability proposed by the ITCs would include

indemnification by a party for its customers' intentional torts, and would require a party to hold

the other party harmless for the gross negligence and willful misconduct of that party. Such

provisions are against public policy. Moreover, neither party to the Agreement has any

ownership or control over the actions of end users. Also, the effects of the indemnifications

urged by the ITCs are not liquidated and are hence uncertain as to amount, and would be borne,

ultimately, by the customer bases of the contracting carriers. Therefore, the language proposed

by the ITCs should not be adopted.
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ISSUK ¹6

Issue: Should End User Customer be defined as only customers directly
served by the Parties to the contract? (GT&C, Glossary, section
2.19)

MCI position: No. End User Customers may be directly or indirectly
served. The Act expressly permits either direct or indirect
service. (See Issue No. 10 (a)).

ILKC position: MCI must be providing service directly to End Users physically
located in the LATA. No law says ITCs cannot limit
interconnection agreements to non-wholesale arrangements.
(See Issue No. 10 (b).

Disputed Language: A retail business or residential end-user subscriber to
Telephone Exchange Service provided directly or
indi rectl by either of the Parties.

18. The ILECs propose to define "End user customer" as "(a) retail business or

residential end-user subscriber to Telephone Exchange Service provided directly by either of the

Parties. " MCI proposes to add the phrase "or indirectly" after "provided directly. " 47 U.S.C.

section 153 (47) defines "telephone exchange service" broadly, and contains no limitations as to

how such service may be provided. Section 251 (a) of the Act requires each telecommunications

carrier to interconnect with other carriers "directly or indirectly. " Hence "indirect" service to

customers is expressly recognized under the Act. Also, the Act requires both parties to the

Agreement to allow resale, and thus the parties may serve customers through resale

arrangements. Indeed, the same "directly or indirectly" language is used in section 2.22 of the

ITCs' model contract for defining interexchange customers.

ISSUE ¹7
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Issue: Does the contract need a definition of Internet Protocol
Connection? (GTAC, Glossary, section 2.28)

MCI position: No. MCI is proposing to eliminate the VoIP discussions in

the interconnection attachment that reference this definition

developed by the ITCs and not from any FCC order or
industry standards document.

ILKC position: Yes. This definition is needed as ITCs want to retain VoIP
language and this describes where they believe the ISP
traffic is originated and terminated.

Disputed Language: INTKRNKT PROTOCOL CONNECTION (IPC).

The IPC is the connection between the ISP and the
customer where end user information is originated or

terminated utilizing internet protocol.

19. The definition proposed by the ITCs is not necessary. The telecommunications

services MCI is providing will use the public switched network and, as discussed below with

regard to Issue No. 8, MCI intends to pay either reciprocal compensation when the traffic is out

of balance or access charges based on the physical location of the caller and called party. Except

for the ISP-bound traffic, which as discussed with reference to Issue No. 8 is subject to the

rulings of the FCC, MCI has not proposed any different treatment for any other kind of traffic.

Hence the language related to VoIP is unnecessary.

20. Moreover, as is apparent with regard to the similar language proposed by the ITCs

in this arbitration involving VoIP, the effect of the ITCs' language is to contend that MCI may

not carry VoIP even if it is willing to compensate the ITCs in accordance with the Commission's

virtual NXX rulings. Although previous rulings by the FCC indicate that some services

generically referred to as VoIP are or will be subject to separate intercarrier compensation

Issue: Does the contract need a definition of Internet Protocol

Connection? (GT&C, Glossary, section 2.28)

MCI position:

ILEC position:

No. MCI is proposing to eliminate the VolP discussions in
the interconnection attachment that reference this definition

developed by the ITCs and not from any FCC order or

industry standards document.

Yes. This definition is needed as ITCs want to retain VoIP

language and this describes where they believe the ISP

traffic is originated and terminated.

Disputed Language: INTERNET PROTOCOL CONNECTION (IPC).

The IPC is the connection between the ISP and the

customer where end user information is originated or

terminated utilizing internet protocol.

19. The definition proposed by the ITCs is not necessary. The telecommunications

services MCI is providing will use the public switched network and, as discussed below with

regard to Issue No. 8, MCI intends to pay either reciprocal compensation when the traffic is out

of balance or access charges based on the physical location of the caller and called party. Except

for the ISP-bound traffic, which as discussed with reference to Issue No. 8 is subject to the

rulings of the FCC, MCI has not proposed any different treatment for any other kind of traffic.

Hence the language related to VoIP is unnecessary.

20. Moreover, as is apparent with regard to the similar language proposed by the ITCs

in this arbitration involving VoIP, the effect of the ITCs' language is to contend that MCI may

not carry VoIP even if it is willing to compensate the ITCs in accordance with the Commission's

virtual NXX rulings. Although previous rulings by the FCC indicate that some services

generically referred to as VoIP are or will be subject to separate intercarrier compensation

13



arrangements, MCI is not seeking such separate arrangements at this time. It also appears as

though the ITCs do not seek separate compensation arrangements. Because no separate

arrangements are necessary for rating or routing of VoIP traffic, and the ITCs' proposed

language would serve only to create greater complexity to the Agreement than is merited, there is

no reason to define it, count it, segregate it, or treat it differently from other traffic in any other

manner in this agreement.

ISSIJK PS

Issue: Is ISP traffic in the Commission's or FCC's jurisdiction in
terms of determining compensation when FX or virtual

NXX service is subscribed to by the ISP? (GT&C,
Glossary, sections 2.27, 2.30 and 2.36)

MCI position: See Issue No. 10 (b). ISP traffic is in the FCC's jurisdiction and

subject to reciprocal compensation treatment pursuant to its ISP
Remand Order as amended by the CoreCom decision. The Texas
PUC recently clarified that its order applying access charges to
CLEC FX traffic only applied to non-ISP traffic and that the
FCC's ISP Remand order applies to ISP traffic. While MCI
believes that it is discriminatory to allow ILECs to rate their FX
and virtual NXX traffic as local when CLECs are not allowed to do
the same, it will not litigate this issue, as concerns the ITCs, for
non-ISP traffic in light of the Commission's previous decisions.
However, MCI reserves the right to have its FX and virtual NXX
services rated as local if the FCC preempts the subset of states that
have inconsistent rulings on the rating of CLEC FX or virtual
NXX services.

MCI I.anguage: INTRALATA TRAFFIC Telecommunications traffic that
originates and terminates in the same LATA, including but not
limited to IntraLATA toll, ISP bound and Local/EAS. ISP bound
tra ic will be rated based on the ori i~atin and terminatin
%PA-/VXX

ISP-BOUND TRAFFIC
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ISP-Bound Traffic means traffic that originates from or is directed,
either directly or indirectly, to or through an information service
provider or Internet service provider (ISP) that ma be h sicall
located in the Local/EAS area o the ori inatin End User
Customer or has urchased EX service rom the CLEC. The
FCC has 'urisdiction over ISP tra ic and sets the rules or
com ensation orsuch tra tc

LOCAL/EAS TRAFFIC

Any call that originates from an End User Customer physically
located in one exchange and terminates to an End User Customer
physically locted in either the same exchange or other mandatory
local calling area associated with the originating End User
Customer's exchange as defined and specified in ILEC's tariff.
ISP-bound tra ic ma be carried on local interconnection trunks
but will be rated based on the ori inatin and terminatin NPA-

ILKC position: See Issue No. 10 (b)

The Commission's orders cover ISP-bound traffic in saying access
charges apply to virtual NXX traffic. ISP traffic should be based
on the physical location of the customer otherwise access charges

apply.

ILKC Language: INTRALATA TRAFFIC Telecommunications traffic that
originates and terminates in the same LATA, including but not
limited to IntraLATA toll, ISP bound and Local/EAS.

ISP-BOIJND TRAFFIC

ISP-Bound Traffic means traffic that originates from or is directed,
either directly or indirectly, to or through an information service
provider or Internet service provider (ISP) who is physically
located in an exchange within the Local/KAS area of the
originating End User Customer. Traffic originated from,
directed to or through an ISP physically located outside the
originating Knd User Customer's Local/EAS area will be
considered switched toll traffic and subject to access charges.

LOCAL/EAS TRAFFIC

ISP-BoundTraffic meanstraffic thatoriginatesfrom or is directed,
either directly or indirectly, to or through an information service
provideror Internetserviceprovider(ISP) that may be physically
located in the Local_AS area of the originating End User

Customer or has purchased FX service from the CLEC. The

FCC has iurisdiction over ISP traffic and sets the rules for
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but will be rated based on the originating and terminating NPA-

NXX 

ILEC position:
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charges apply to virtual NXX traffic. ISP traffic should be based

on the physical location of the customer otherwise access charges
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limited to IntraLATA toll, ISP bound and Local/EAS.
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either directly or indirectly, to or through an information service

provider or Internet service provider (ISP) who is physieally

located in an exchange within the Local/EAS area of the

originating End User Customer. Traffic originated from,
directed to or through an ISP physically located outside the

originating End User Customer's LocaFEAS area will be
considered switched toll traffic and subject to access charges.

LOCAL/EAS TRAFFIC
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Any call that originates from an End User Customer physically

located in one exchange and terminates to an End User Customer

physically locted in either the same exchange or other mandatory

local calling area associated with the originating End User
Customer's exchange as defined and specified in ILEC's tariff.

21. The subject of the disagreement between the parties is "virtual NXXs." As

explained by the Commission in Petition ofAdelphia Business Solutions ofSouth Carolina, Inc.

for Arbitration of an Interconnection Agreement with BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.

Pursuant to Section 252 (b) nf the Communications Act of 1934, As Amended by the

Telecommunications Act of 1996, Docket No. 200-516-C, Order on Arbitration ("Adelphia

Order" ), January 16, 2001, NXX codes are comprised of the fourth through the sixth digits of a

ten digit telephone number. These codes are used to identify rate centers. "Virtual" NXX allows

a customer to obtain a telephone number in a local calling area in which the customer is not

physically located. As far as the person calling the number may be concerned, the call is local;

however, the person answering the call is actually located physically somewhere else in the

LATA. Virtual NXX is similar to "foreign exchange" ("FX"),although there are some technical

differences between them. Id. at pp. 4-5.

22. The underlying disagreement between the parties is what compensation should be

given for terminating such traffic. ILECs seek access charges when their end users originate

calls to ISP customers of CLECs and the ISP is located outside of the local calling area. The

jurisdictional treatment of ISP-bound traffic, however, is both interstate and exempt from access

charges. The FCC governing orders on compensation for ISP-bound traffic are (1) Intercarrier

Compensation for ISP-based Traffic, Docket No. 99-68, Order on Remand and Report and Order
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("ISP Remand Order" ), 16 FCC Rcd 9151 (2001), and (2) the modifications to that order made

in Petition of Core Communications, Inc. for Forbearance IJnder 47 /J. S.C. Paragraph I61 (c)

from Application of the ISP Remand Order, WC Docket No. 03-171 (released October 18, 2004).

The ISP Remand Order established transitional rates for ISP-bound traffic. The FCC's ruling on

Core Communications' petition allows MCI to seek the same reciprocal compensation as applies

to voice traffic.

As the Commission observed in the ISP Remand Order, carriers

likely incur the same costs in delivering a call to an end user and a data call to an

ISP. In that order, the Commission declined to establish separate intercarrier

rates, terms and conditions for voice and ISP bound traffic. It concluded that the

record failed to demonstrate different costs in delivering traffic that would justify
disparate treatment of ISP-bound traffic and local voice traffic under section

251(b)(5). These conclusions suggest that similar rates should apply to both local

voice traffic and ISP-bound traffic, absent compelling policy reasons to the

contrary.

(Order on CoreCom petition p. 10.)

23. The Adelphia Order was issued before the ISP Remand Order. In the Adelphia

Order the Commission concluded that no reciprocal compensation was owed for calls placed to

virtual NXXs, because, according to the Commission, the calls do not terminate within the same

local calling area in which the call originated. Instead, the Commission concluded that

originating access was owed by the CLEC providing service to the ISP. Subsequent to the

Adelphia Order, the Commission, acknowledging the ISP Remand Order, held that

"(c)ompensation for ISP-bound traffic, and all reciprocal compensation traffic, should be paid in

conformance with federal law which governs the issue. " Petition Of US LECOf South Carolina,

Inc. For Arbitration 8'ith Verizon South, Inc. , Pursuant To 47 U.S.C 252(b) Of The
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Communications Act Of I934, As Amended By The Telecommunications Act Of I996, Docket

No. 2002-181-C, Order No. 2002-619 (August 30, 2002), p. 30. Clearly, then, in the wake of

the FCC's rulings, the Adelphia Order and like rulings by the Commission should no longer be

controlling, at least with regard to ISP-bound traffic. Moreover, while the Commission's rulings

indicated that NPA-NXXs do not supersede the physical location of the caHer and called party in

defining local and access calls, at least as to non-ISP traffic, the Commission did not order any

carrier not to make certain types of numbering assignments.

24. Other state commissions have ruled in favor of CLECs as regards this issue. For

example, in its Declaratory Order in Declaratory Ruling Concerning the Usage of Local

Interconnection Services for the Provision of Virtual NXX Service, Docket 28906, the Alabama

Public Service Commission determined that ISP-bound FX and VNXX calls are predominantly

considered jurisdictionally interstate and subject to the authority of the FCC. The Alabama

commission further concluded that carriers may continue to assign telephone numbers to end

users physically located outside the rate center to which the numbers they are assigned are

homed. The commission also noted that ILECs have traditionally treated their FX and virtual

NXX traffic as local in all respects, including with regard to intercarrier compensation. In its

Order on Reconsideration, in Consolidated Complaints and Requests for Post-Interconnection

Dispute Resolution Regarding Intercarrier Compensation for "FX-Type" Traffic Against

Southvvestern Bell Telephone Company, Docket No. 24015 (2004), the Texas Public Utility

Commission upheld a finding that

the compensation mechanism in the ISP Remand Order shall apply to all ISP-
bound calls. The Arbitrators stated that "all ISP-bound traffic falls under the
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compensation mechanism outlined in the ISP Remand Order. Consequently, the
Arbitrators found that all ISP-bound traffic, whether provisioned via an FX/FX-
type arrangement or not, is subject to the compensation mechanism contained in
the FCC's ISJ' Remand Order. ' Consistent with this conclusion, the
Commission withdraws its decision applying access charges to traffic bound for
ISPs outside the local calling area.

(p. 3). The Texas commission specifically referred compensation for non-ISP traffic to a

separate proceeding.

25. Accordingly, the Commission should approve MCI's proposed language.

Issue: Should the contract define UoIP and provide for special
treatment of VoIP traffic? (GT8cC, section 2.46)

MCI position: MCI is providing telecommunications services under this
contract and plans to treat all but ISP traffic carried on its
network the same way in terms of rating traffic based on
the physical location of the end user. There is no need for
the contract to describe how VoIP traffic will be or has
been rated by the FCC.

ILKC position: SC ITCs want to specify in detail how VoIP traffic should
be treated in this contract.

Bisputed Language: VOIP OR IP-ENABLED TRAFFIC.

VoIP means any IP-enabled, real-time, multidirectional voice
call, including, but not limited to, service that mimics
traditional telephony. IP-Enabled Voice Traffic includes:

Voice traffic originating on Internet Protocol Connection
(IPC), and which terminates on the Public Switched Telephone
Network (PSTN); and

Voice traffic originated on the PSTN, and which
terminates on IPC; and
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network the same way in terms of rating traffic based on

the physical location of the end user. There is no need for
the contract to describe how VoIP traffic will be or has

been rated by the FCC.

ILEC position:

Disputed Language:

SC ITCs want to specify in detail how VoIP traffic should

be treated in this contract.

VOIP OR IP-ENABLED TRAFFIC.

VoIP means any IP-enabled, real-time, multidirectional voice

call, including, but not limited to, service that mimics

traditional telephony. IP-Enabled Voice Traffic includes:

Voice traffic originating on Internet Protocol Connection

(IPC), and which terminates on the Public Switched Telephone

Network (PSTN); and

Voice traffic originated on the PSTN, and which

terminates on IPC; and
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Voice traffic originating on the PSTN, which is transported
through an IPC, and which ultimately, terminates on the
PSTN.

26. This issue is essentially the same issue as Issue No. 7, and, for the same reasons,

the Commission should not adopt the ITCs' proposed language.

27. Moreover, if the ITCs intend for the Commission to regulate VoIP, or intend to

block VoIP traffic, recent developments at the PCC should be heeded, including the Vonage

decision involving state commission jurisdiction regarding UoIP service, and the proceeding in

which Madison River Communications, Inc. recently agreed that it shall "not block ports used

for VoIP applications or otherwise prevent customers from using VoIP applications, " See In the

Matter Of Madison River Communications, LLC and affiliated companies, Consent Decree and

Order, Pile No. EB-05-IH-0110, DA 05-543 (March 3, 2005). As stated above, none of the

language proposed by the ITCs is necessary to the Agreement, and would serve to only confuse

the issues before the Commission.

8. INTERCONNECTION

ISSIIK 010

Issue: Should MCI have to provide service (a) only directly to

end users and (b) only to End Users physically located in

the same LATA to be covered by this agreement?

(Interconnection, section 1.1)

MCI position: (a) No. End I Jser Customers may also be indirectly served by the

Parties through resale arrangements. The Act requires both Parties

to the contract to allow resale. The same "directly or indirectly"

language is used in section 2.22 of ITCs' model contract for

defining interexchange customers. The ITCs thus do not attempt
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26. This issue is essentially the same issue as Issue No. 7, and, for the same reasons,

the Commission should not adopt the ITCs' proposed language.

27. Moreover, if the ITCs intend for the Commission to regulate VoIP, or intend to

block VolP traffic, recent developments at the FCC should be heeded, including the Vonage

decision involving state commission jurisdiction regarding VoIP service, and the proceeding in

which Madison River Communications, Inc. recently agreed that it shall "not block ports used

for VoIP applications or otherwise prevent customers from using VoIP applications," See In the

Matter of Madison River Communications, LLC and affiliated companies, Consent Decree and

Order, File No. EB-05-IH-0110, DA 05-543 (March 3, 2005). As stated above, none of the

language proposed by the ITCs is necessary to the Agreement, and would serve to only confuse

the issues before the Commission.

B. INTERCONNECTION

ISSUE #10

Issue: Should MCI have to provide service (a) only directly to

end users and (b) only to End Users physically located in

the same LATA to be covered by this agreement?

(Interconnection, section 1.1)

MCI position: (a) No. End User Customers may also be indirectly served by the

Parties through resale arrangements. The Act requires both Parties

to the contract to allow resale. The same "directly or indirectly"

language is used in section 2.22 of ITCs' model contract for

defining interexchange customers. The ITCs thus do not attempt
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to limit the resale ability of interexchange carriers, and there is no
reason why they should try to do so regarding local exchange.

(b) No. As stated above, ISP-bound traffic is under the
FCC's jurisdiction, and it never said its ISP reciprocal
compensation orders do not apply to virtual NXX traffic.
FX/ISP provider customers do not have to be physically
located in the LATA to be treated the same as voice traffic.
The FCC has established a compensation regime for ISP
traffic that does not require payment of access charges.

ILKC position: MCI must be providing service directly to End Users
physically located in the LATA. No law says ITCs cannot
limit interconnection agreements to non-wholesale
arrangements. Also, the Commission's rulings on "virtual
NXX traffic" apply to ISP-bound traffic too. The FCC's
ISP Remand Order never discussed ISP FX arrangement
specifically so ITCs do not believe the FCC's
compensation regime for ISP-bound traffic applies.

Disputed Language: This Interconnection Attachment sets forth specific terms and
conditions for network interconnection arrangements between
ILEC and CLEC for the purpose of the exchange of IntraLATA
Traffic that is originated by an End User Customer of one Party
and is terminated to an End User Customer of the other Party,
where each Party directly provides Telephone Exchange
Service to its Knd User Customers physically located in the
LATA. This Agreement also addresses Transit Traffic as
described in Section 2.2 below. This Attachment describes the
physical architecture for the interconnection of the Parties facilities
and equipment for the transmission and routing of Telephone
Exchange Service traffic between the respective End IJser
Customers of the Parties pursuant to Sections 251 (a) and (b) of
the Act.

28. Issue No. 10 (a) is the same as Issue No. 6 above. For the reasons stated in its

discussion of Issue No. 6, MCI's language should be adopted.
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ILEC position:

to limit the resale ability of interexchange carriers, and there is no

reason why they should try to do so regarding local exchange.

(b) No. As stated above, ISP-bound traffic is under the

FCC's jurisdiction, and it never said its ISP reciprocal

compensation orders do not apply to virtual NXX traffic.

FX/ISP provider customers do not have to be physically
located in the LATA to be treated the same as voice traffic.

The FCC has established a compensation regime for ISP

traffic that does not require payment of access charges.

MCI must be providing service directly to End Users

physically located in the LATA. No law says ITCs cannot

limit interconnection agreements to non-wholesale

arrangements. Also, the Commission's rulings on "virtual

NXX traffic" apply to ISP-bound traffic too. The FCC's
ISP Remand Order never discussed ISP FX arrangement

specifically so ITCs do not believe the FCC's

compensation regime for ISP-bound traffic applies.

Disputed Language: This Interconnection Attachment sets forth specific terms and

conditions for network interconnection arrangements between

ILEC and CLEC for the purpose of the exchange of IntraLATA

Traffic that is originated by an End User Customer of one Party

and is terminated to an End User Customer of the other Party,

where each Party directly provides Telephone Exchange

Service to its End User Customers physically located in the

LATA. This Agreement also addresses Transit Traffic as

described in Section 2.2 below. This Attachment describes the

physical architecture for the interconnection of the Parties facilities

and equipment for the transmission and routing of Telephone

Exchange Service traffic between the respective End User

Customers of the Parties pursuant to Sections 251 (a) and (b) of

the Act.

28. Issue No. 10 (a) is the same as Issue No. 6 above.

discussion of Issue No. 6, MCI's language should be adopted.

For the reasons stated in its
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29. As concerns Issue No. 10 (b), the same language proposed by the ILECs would

require that telephone exchange service be provided to "to its End User Customers physically

located in the LATA. " This would prevent local exchange service from being provided to those

customers. As admitted by BellSouth in the Adelphia Order (at page 6), and as discussed above

with regard to Issue No. 8, it is not unlawful to serve customers lacated outside the incumbent's

local calling area with virtual NXX numbers. Other issues with regard to service to such

customers, such as reciprocal compensation, are discussed in Issue No. 8 above, and, for the

reasons there discussed, MCI's language should prevail.

ISSUE 411

Issue: Should references to VoIP traffic be included in the
contract? (Interconnection, section 1.2)

MCI position: No. MCI is a telecommunications service provider. It is
not proposing to treat VaIP traffic any differently than any

other non-ISP dial-up traffic„which is rating the service by
physical location of the originating and terminating paints.
Carving out VoIP and calling some information and some
telecommunications services is confusing and unnecessary.

ILKC position: ITCs do not think they should provide interconnection to
carriers that predominant carry VoIP and want to make
clear by trying to define what VoIP services are
information services versus telecommunications services in
the contract. They also want to emphasize the rating by
physical location for covered VoIP traffic.

Disputed Language: ILEC has no obligation to establish interconnection service
arrangements to enable CLEC to solely provide Information
Services. CLEC agrees that it is requesting and will use this
arrangement for purposes of providing mainly
Telecommunications Services and that any provision of
Information Service by CLEC (including VoIP Services) will be

29. As concernsIssueNo. 10 (b), the samelanguageproposedby the ILECs would

requirethat telephoneexchangeservicebe providedto "to its EndUser Customersphysically

locatedin the LATA." This wouldpreventlocalexchangeservicefrom beingprovidedto those

customers.As admittedby BellSouthin theAdelphiaOrder(at page6), and asdiscussedabove

with regardto IssueNo. 8, it is notunlawful to servecustomerslocatedoutsidethe incumbent's

local calling area with virtual NXX numbers. Other issueswith regardto serviceto such

customers,suchasreciprocalcompensation,are discussedin IssueNo. 8 above,and, for the

reasonstherediscussed,MCI's languageshouldprevail.

ISSUE #11

Issue: Should references to VoIP traffic be included in the

contract? (Interconnection, section 1.2)

MCI position: No. MCI is a telecommunications service provider. It is

not proposing to treat VoIP traffic any differently than any

other non-ISP dial-up traffic, which is rating the service by

physical location of the originating and terminating points.

Carving out VoIP and calling some information and some
telecommunications services is confusing and unnecessary.

ILEC position: ITCs do not think they should provide interconnection to

carriers that predominant carry VoIP and want to make

clear by trying to define what VoIP services are
information services versus telecommunications services in

the contract. They also want to emphasize the rating by

physical location for covered VoIP traffic.

Disputed Language: ILEC has no obligation to establish interconnection service

arrangements to enable CLEC to solely provide Information

Services. CLEC agrees that it is requesting and will use this

arrangement for purposes of providing mainly
Telecommunications Services and that any provision of

Information Service by CLEC (including VolP Services) will be
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incidental to CLEC's provision of Telecommunications Services.
The classification of certain forms of VoIP (as defined in this
Agreement) as either Telecommunications Service or
Information Service has yet to be determined by the FCC.
Accordingly, ILKC has no obligation to establish an
interconnection service arrangement for CLKC that primarily
is for the provision of VoIP.

30. This is the same issue as discussed above in Issue No. 7, and, for the reasons there

discussed, the ILECs' language should not be adopted.

ISSUE 012

Issue: Should there be language treating VoIP differently than
other non- ISP-bound traffic? (Interconnection, section 1.6)

MCI position:

ILKC position:

No. VoIP does not need to be singled out.

Yes. ITCs want to emphasize how physical location will be
used to rate VoIP traffic.

Disputed Language: Jurisdiction of VoIP Traffic, as defined in this Agreement, is
determined by the physical location of the Knd User Customer
originating VoIP Traffic& which is the geographical location of
the actual Internet Protocol Connection (IPC), not the location
where the call enters the Public Switched Telephone Network
(PSTN). In addition, the FCC has ruled that phone-to-phone
calls that only utilize IP as transport are Telecommunication
Services. Jurisdiction of such calls shall be based on the
physical location of the calling and called Knd User Customer.
Signaling information associated with IP-Enabled Voice
Traffic must comply with Sections 3.5 and 3.6 of this
Interconnection Attachment.

31. This also is the same issue as discussed above in Issue No. 7, and, for the reasons

there discussed, the ILECs' language should not be adopted. The ITCs' language trying to

presage VoIP treatment and classifications is unnecessary and would make the Agreement more

incidentalto CLEC's provision of TelecommunicationsServices.
The classification of certain forms of VolP (as defined in this
Agreement) as either Telecommunications Service or
Information Service has yet to be determined by the FCC.
Accordingly, ILEC has no obligation to establish an
interconneetion servicearrangement for CLEC that primarily
is for the provision of VolP.

30. This is thesameissueasdiscussedabovein IssueNo. 7, and,for thereasonsthere

discussed,theILECs' languageshouldnotbeadopted.

ISSUE#12

Issue: Should there be language treating VolP differently than

other non- ISP-bound traffic? (Interconnection, section 1.6)

MCI position: No. VolP does not need to be singled out.

ILEC position: Yes. ITCs want to emphasize how physical location will be

used to rate VoIP traffic.

Disputed Language: Jurisdiction of VolP Traffic, as defined in this Agreement, is

determined by the physical location of the End User Customer

originating VoIP Traffic, which is the geographical location of
the actual Internet Protocol Connection (IPC), not the location

where the call enters the Public Switched Telephone Network

(PSTN). In addition, the FCC has ruled that phone-to-phone

calls that only utilize IP as transport are Telecommunication
Services. Jurisdiction of such calls shall be based on the

physical location of the calling and called End User Customer.

Signaling information associated with IP-Enabled Voice

Traffic must comply with Sections 3.5 and 3.6 of this

Interconnection Attachment.

31. This also is the same issue as discussed above in Issue No. 7, and, for the reasons

there discussed, the ILECs' language should not be adopted. The ITCs' language trying to

presage VoIP treatment and classifications is unnecessary and would make the Agreement more
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complex than it needs to be. As stated above, MCI's proposal is to treat all non-ISP dial up

traffic in a similar manner and to accede in such respects to the Commission's prior rulings on

rating calls, i.e., not by the traditional NPA-NXX standard but on the physical location of the

caller.

ISSIJK 013

Issue: Should all intraLATA traffic be exchanged on a bill and
keep basis or should reciprocal compensation apply when

out of balance? (Interconnection, section 2.4)

MCI position: MCI believes reciprocal compensation rates should apply
for ISP and non-ISP Local /EAS traffic if out of balance

traffic (60/40). MCI believes the recent CoreCom ruling
allows it to seek reciprocal compensation for ISP traffic in
new markets.

ILKC position: ITCs believe all traffic should be bill and keep.

Disputed Language: The Parties agree to only route IntraLATA Traffic over the
dedicated facilities between their networks. InterLATA Traffic
shall be routed in accordance with Telcordia Traffic Routing
Administration instruction and is not a provision of this
Agreement. Both Parties agree that compensation for intraLATA
Traffic shall be in the form of the mutual exchange of services

i ii ii I ii diii iiiiii ~i
excftan e is in balance. Tra Ic is considered out-o -balance
wften one Par terminates more than 60 ercent o total
I.peal/EAS tra tc exchan ed between the Parties. The Parties
also a ree that tfte com ensation or ISP-bound tra tc when out
o balance is overned b the FCC's orders on com ensation or
ISP-bound tra tc s eci zcall 1 the so-call ISP Remand Order
Intercarrier Com ensation or ISP-based Tra tc Docket No.

99-68 Order on Remand and Re ort and Order 16 FCC Rcd
9151 2001 and 2 the modi ications to that order made in the
FCC's decision on Core Communications' orbearance re uest

Petition o Core Communications Inc. or Forbearance Under
4'7 U.S.C. Para ra h 161 c rom A lication o the ISP
Remand Order 8'C Docket No. 03-171 released October lS
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complexthan it needsto be. As statedabove,MCI's proposalis to treat all non-ISPdial up

traffic in a similar mannerandto accedein suchrespectsto the Commission'sprior rulings on

rating calls, i.e., not by the traditionalNPA-NXX standardbut on the physical locationof the

caller.

ISSUE#13

Issue: Should all intraLATA traffic be exchanged on a bill and

keep basis or should reciprocal compensation apply when

out of balance? (Interconnection, section 2.4)

MCI position: MCI believes reciprocal compensation rates should apply
for ISP and non-ISP Local/EAS traffic if out of balance

traffic (60/40). MCI believes the recent CoreCom ruling

allows it to seek reciprocal compensation for ISP traffic in

new markets.

ILEC position: ITCs believe all traffic should be bill and keep.

Disputed Language: The Parties agree to only route IntraLATA Traffic over the
dedicated facilities between their networks. InterLATA Traffic

shall be routed in accordance with Telcordia Traffic Routing

Administration instruction and is not a provision of this

Agreement. Both Parties agree that compensation for intraLATA

Traffic shall be in the form of the mutual exchange of services

provided by the other Party with no additional billing if the traffic

exchange is in balance. Traffic is considered out-of-balance

when one Party terminates more than 60 percent of total

Local/EAS traffic exchanged between the Parties. The Parties

also agree that the compensation for ISP-bound traffic when out

of balance is governed by the FCC's orders on compensation for

ISP-bound traffic, specifically (1) the so-call ISP Remand Order

[Intercarrier Compensation for ISP-based Traffic, Docket No.

99-68, Order on Remand and Report and Order, 16 FCC Rcd

9151 (2001)l and (2) the modifications to that order made in the
FCC's decision on Core Communications' forbearance request

(Petition of Core Communications, Inc. for Forbearance Under

47 U.S.C. Paragraph 161 (c) from Application of the ISP

Remand Order, WC Docket No. 03-171, released October 18,
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2004. Tra tc studies ma be re uested b either ar to
determine whether tra leis out o balance. Such tra restudies
will not be er ormed more than our times annuall . Should a
tra tc stud indicate that Local/EAS/ISP-bound tra tc
exchan ed is out-o -balance either Par ma noti the other
Par that mutual com ensation between the Parties will
commence in the ollowin month. The Parties a ree that'

char es or termination o Local/EAS and ISP-bound Tra tc on
each Par 's res ective networks are as set orth in the Pricin
Attachment. related to exchange of such traffic issued by either
Party except as otherwise provided in this Agreement.

32. As stated above with regard to Issue No. 7, the FCC's ISP Remand Order permits

MCI to seelc the same reciprocal comp rate for ISP traffic and LocaVEAS calling when traffic is

out of balance.

ISSUE 414

Issue: Should Parties be required to provide (a) CPN and JIP; and (b) pay
access charges on all unidentified traffic? (Interconnection, section
2.7.7)

MCI position: MCI (a) is willing to provide CPN or JIP (but not both as the latter
is an optional SS7 parameter. (No other ILEC has proposed that
MCI must provide JIP) and (b) believes that all unidentified traffic
should be priced at same ratio as identified traffic. A price penalty
should not be applied for something MCI does not control. MCI is
open to audits and studies by either Party if one or the other thinlcs

the 10% or more of traffic missing CPN information is an effort to
avoid access charges.

ILKC position: SC ITCs believe they need JIP and CPN data 90% of the time to
determine jurisdiction and want to apply a penalty of paying access
charges to encourage its provision when levels of unidentified
traffic are above I 0%.

Disputed Language: If either Party fails to provide accurate If either Party fails to
provide accurate CPN (valid originating information) or and
Jurisdiction Information Parameter ("JIP") on at least ninety
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2004). Traffic studies may be requested bv either party to

determine whether traffic is out of balance. Such traffic studies

will not be performed more than four times annuall V. Should a

traffic studv indicate that Local/EAS/ISP-bound traffic

exchanged is out-of-balance, either Party may notifv the other

Par_ that mut!_a! compensation between the Parties will

commence in the following month. The Parties agree that

charges for termination of Local/EAS and ISP-bound Traffic on

each Party's respective networks are as set forth in the Pricing

Attachment. related to exchange of such traffic issued by either

Party except as otherwise provided in this Agreement.

32. As stated above with regard to Issue No. 7, the FCC's ISP Remand Order permits

MCI to seek the same reciprocal comp rate for ISP traffic and Local/EAS calling when traffic is

out of balance.

ISSUE #14

Issue: Should Parties be required to provide (a) CPN and JIP; and (b) pay

access charges on all unidentified traffic? (Interconnection, section

2.7.7)

MCI position:

ILEC position:

Disputed Language:

MCI (a) is willing to provide CPN or JIP (but not both as the latter

is an optional SS7 parameter. (No other ILEC has proposed that

MCI must provide JIP) and (b) believes that all unidentified traffic

should be priced at same ratio as identified traffic. A price penalty

should not be applied for something MCI does not control. MCI is

open to audits and studies by either Party if one or the other thinks
the 10% or more of traffic missing CPN information is an effort to

avoid access charges.

SC ITCs believe they need JIP and CPN data 90% of the time to

determine jurisdiction and want to apply a penalty of paying access

charges to encourage its provision when levels of unidentified

traffic are above 10%.

If either Party fails to provide accurate If either Party fails to

provide accurate CPN (valid originating information) or and
Jurisdiction Information Parameter ("JIP") on at least ninety
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percent (90%) of its total originating INTRALATA Traffic, then

traffic sent to the other Party without CPN or JIP (valid originating

information) will be handled in the following manner. All

unidenti ted tra ic will be treated as havin the same
'urisdictional ratio as the nine 90% o identi ted tra zc. The
remaining 10 percent (10%) of unidentified traffic will be
treated as having the same jurisdictional ratio as the ninety

(90%) of identified traffic. If the unidentified traffic exceeds

ten percent (10%)of the total traffic, all the unidentified traffic
shall be billed at a rate equal to Il KC's applicable access

charges. The originating Party will provide to the other Party,
upon request, information to demonstrate that Party's portion
of traffic without CPN or JIP traffic does not exceed ten

percent (10%) of the total traffic delivered. The Parties will

coordinate and exchange data as necessary to determine the cause

of the CPN or JIP failure and to assist its correction.

33. With reference to JIP, MCI's proposed language should be adopted for the

reasons discussed with reference to Issue No. 3. MCI is willing to work with the ITCs if less

than 90% of either Party's traffic has CPNs, but it does not agree to be subject to a penalty for

the unidentified traffic. This should be treated at the same ratio of local to toll as the identified

traffic. If there are concerns about fraud, either Party should be able to audit the other Party' s

traffic but cooperative efforts per the last sentence of agreed language above should be used first

to find out why large percentages of traffic are missing CPN or JIP information.

ISSUE 015

Issue: Does the contract need the limit of "directly provided" when other

provisions discuss transit traffic, and the issue of providing service

directly to end users also is debated elsewhere? (Interconnection,

section 3.1)
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reasons discussed with reference to Issue No. 3. MCI is willing to work with the ITCs if less

than 90% of either Party's traffic has CPNs, but it does not agree to be subject to a penalty for
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ISSUE #15

Issue: Does the contract need the limit of "directly provided" when other

provisions discuss transit traffic, and the issue of providing service

directly to end users also is debated elsewhere? (Interconnection,

section 3.1)
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MCI position: No. This language is unnecessary and confusing in light of other
provisions of the contract.

ILKC position: Yes. ITCs want to make clear that this contract is only for
traffic directly exchanged between the parties' directly
served End Users.

Disputed Language: Dedicated facilities between the Parties' networks shall be
provisioned as two-way interconnection trunks, and shaH only
carry IntraLATA traffic originated or terminated directly
between each Parties Knd User Customers. The direct
interconnection trunks shall meet the Telcordia BOC Notes on
LEC Networks Practice No. SR-TSV-002275

34. This is essentially the same issue as discussed with regard to Issue No. 6, and, for

the same reasons articulated there, MCI's proposed language should prevail.

ISSUE 416

Issue: Should Parties have to provide the specified signaling
parameters on all calls? (Interconnection, section 3.6)

MCI position: No. Percentages for CPN have been set above and JIP is
not mandatory. MCI will agree not to alter parameters
received from others, but it cannot commit to more than
90% CPN.

ILKC position: Yes. This information should be provided on all calls even though
percentages set elsewhere are less than 100%.

Disputed Language: Signaling Parameters: ILEC and CLEC are required to provide
each other with the proper signaling information (e.g. originating
accurate Calling Party Number, JIP and destination called party
number, etc.) pursuant 47 C.F.R. $ 64.1601, to enable each Party to
issue bills in an accurate and timely fashion. All Common Channel

Signaling (CCS) signaling parameters will be assed &zion as
received provided including CPN, JIP, Originating Line, Calling
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MCI position:

ILEC position:

Disputed Language:

No. This language is unnecessary and confusing in light of other
provisions of the contract.

Yes. ITCs want to make clear that this contract is only for

traffic directly exchanged between the parties' directly
served End Users.

Dedicated facilities between the Parties' networks shall be

provisioned as two-way interconnection trunks, and shall only

carry IntraLATA traffic originated or terminated directly
between each Parties End User Customers. The direct

interconnection trunks shall meet the Telcordia BOC Notes on

LEC Networks Practice No. SR-TSV-002275

34. This is essentially the same issue as discussed with regard to Issue No. 6, and, for

the same reasons articulated there, MCI's proposed language should prevail.

ISSUE #16

Issue:
Should Parties have to provide the specified signaling

parameters on all calls? (Interconnection, section 3.6)

MCI position:

ILEC position:

Disputed Language:

No. Percentages for CPN have been set above and JIP is

not mandatory. MCI will agree not to alter parameters
received from others, but it cannot commit to more than
90% CPN.

Yes. This information should be provided on all calls even though
percentages set elsewhere are less than 100%.

Signaling Parameters: ILEC and CLEC are required to provide

each other with the proper signaling information (e.g. originating

accurate Calling Party Number, JIP and destination called party

number, etc.) pursuant 47 C.F.R. § 64.1601, to enable each Party to

issue bills in an accurate and timely fashion. All Common Channel

Signaling (CCS) signaling parameters will be passed along as

received provided including CPN, JIP, Originating Line, Calling
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party category, Charge Number, etc. All privacy indicators will be
honored

35. This is essentially the same issue as Issue No. 3 and, therefore, for the reasons

stated there, MCI's proposed language should prevail.

C. NUMBER PORTABILITY

ISSUE 017

Issue: Should the Parties be providing service directly to End
Users to port numbers? (Number portability, section 1.1)

MCI position: No. This is not required for any industry definition of LNP. MCI
is certified to do LNP for the End Users that indirectly or directly
are on its network. Concerns that some resellers may not be
telecommunications carriers or must provide the same type
telecommunications services provided prior to the port is an illegal
limit on what entities MCI can provide wholesale
telecommunications services. The FCC has even allowed IP-
Enabled (VoIP) service providers to obtain numbers directly
without state certification See the FCC's CC Docket 99-200 order
(Adopted: January 28, 2005 Released: February 1, 2005 )
granting SBC Internet Services, Inc. (SBCIS) a waiver of section
52.15(g)(2)(i) of the Commission's rules. And MCI know no law
requiring that the same type of Telecommunications Service
provided prior to the port has to be provided. That is antithetical to
the goals of competition.

ILKC position: ITCs believe that LNP can only be done for telecommunications
providers directly serving end users. ITCs added to first version
prohibiting LNP for customers of MCI's wholesale
telecommunications services a provision allowing resale buy only
by telecommunications provides and only when same type of
telecommunications services as provided before the port is
involved.

Disputed Language: The Parties will offer service provider local number portability
(LNP) in accordance with the FCC rules and regulations. Service
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partycategory,ChargeNumber,etc.All privacy indicatorswill be
honored

35. This is essentiallythe sameissueasIssueNo. 3 and, therefore,for the reasons

statedthere,MCI's proposedlanguageshouldprevail.

C. NUMBER PORTABILITY

ISSUE #17

Issue: Should the Parties 'be providing service directly to End

Users to port numbers? (Number portability, section 1.1)

MCI position: No. This is not required for any industry definition of LNP. MCI

is certified to do LNP for the End Users that indirectly or directly

are on its network. Concerns that some resellers may not be

telecommunications carriers or must provide the same type

telecommunications services provided prior to the port is an illegal

limit on what entities MCI can provide wholesale

telecommunications services. The FCC has even allowed IP-

Enabled (VoIP) service providers to obtain numbers directly
without state certification See the FCC's CC Docket 99-200 order

(Adopted: January 28, 2005 Released: February 1, 2005 )

granting SBC Internet Services, Inc. (SBCIS) a waiver of section

52.15(g)(2)(i) of the Commission's rules. And MCI know no law

requiring that the same type of Telecommunications Service

provided prior to the port has to be provided. That is antithetical to

the goals of competition.

ILEC position: ITCs believe that LNP can only be done for telecommunications

providers directly serving end users. ITCs added to first version

prohibiting LNP for customers of MCI's wholesale

telecommunications services a provision allowing resale buy only

by telecommunications provides and only when same type of

telecommunications services as provided before the port is
involved.

Disputed Language: The Parties will offer service provider local number portability

(LNP) in accordance with the FCC rules and regulations. Service
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provider portability is the ability of users of telecommunications
services to retain, at the same location, existing
telecommunications numbers without impairment of quality,
reliability, or convenience when switching from one
telecommunications carrier to another. Under this arrangement,
the new Telecommunications Service provider must directly
provide Telephone Exchange Service or resell an end user local
exchange service through a third party Telecommunications
Service provider to the Knd User Customer porting the
telephone number. The dial tone must be derived from a
switching facility that denotes the switch is ready to receive dialed
digits. In order for a port request to be valid, the Knd User
Customer must retain their original number and be served
directly by the same type of Telecommunications Service
subscribed to prior to the port.

36. This is the essentially the same issue as presented in Issues nos. 6 and 10 (a), and,

therefore, for the reasons stated there, the Commission should not adopt the ITCs' proposed

language.

D. PRE-ORDERING, ORDERING, PROVISIONING, MAINTENANCE

ISSUE ¹1S

Issue: What should the interval be for providing CSRs? (Pre-
Order, Ordering, section 1.3)

MCI position: The interval should be no more than 4S hours when the CSR. is for
a customer with less than 24 lines. This is the interval most states
have set for CLEC-to-CLEC migrations where manual processing
is involved. Some states (e.g, Texas and New York) require 24
hour turn-around on manual provision of CSRs. Large ILECs
provide CSRs through computer queries, in seconds.

ILEC position: ITCs believe compiling some CSRs can take up to five
days.

providerportability is theability of usersof telecommunications

services to retain, at the same location, existing

telecommunications numbers without impairment of quality,

reliability, or convenience when switching from one

telecommunications carrier to another. Under this arrangement,

the new Telecommunications Service provider must directly

provide Telephone Exchange Service or resell an end user local

exchange service through a third party Telecommunications

Service provider to the End User Customer porting the
telephone number. The dial tone must be derived from a

switching facility that denotes the switch is ready to receive dialed

digits. In order for a port request to be valid, the End User

Customer must retain their original number and be served

directly by the same type of Telecommunications Service

subscribed to prior to the port.

36. This is the essentially the same issue as presented in Issues nos. 6 and 10 (a), and,

therefore, for the reasons stated there, the Commission should not adopt the ITCs' proposed

language.

D. P_-ORDERING, ORDERING, PROVISIONING, MAINTENANCE

ISSUE #18

Issue:

Order,

MCI position:

ILEC position:

What should the interval be for providing CSRs? (Pre-

Ordering, section 1.3)

The interval should be no more than 48 hours when the CSR is for

a customer with less than 24 lines. This is the interval most states

have set for CLEC-to-CLEC migrations where manual processing

is involved. Some states (e.g, Texas and New York) require 24

hour turn-around on manual provision of CSRs. Large ILECs

provide CSRs through computer queries, in seconds.

ITCs believe compiling some CSRs can take up to five
days.
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Disputed Language: Based on reasonable volume of requests, the standard interval for
address verification is one to two business days and less than 48
hours unless a state sets a shorter interval or CSRs or
customer with 24 or less lines. one to five business days for a
full customer service record.

37. MCI's language is premised on reasonable volumes of requests and relatively

low numbers of customer lines. The 48 hour timeframe MCI proposes is consistent with state

commission precedent and, indeed, more relaxed than key state commissions have determined is

appropriate.

K. PRICING

ISSUE 019

Issue: Are the proposed transport and transit rates reasonable?
(Pricing, A 1, 2, k 3)

MCI position: MCI reserves the right to challenge these rates. The pricing
attachments for two companies were received a week before the
arbitration window closed for two companies, and two days before
for two others. .

38. MCI will review the rates proposed by the ILECs and will supplement this filing.

If rates proposed by the ILECs are not just and reasonable, as required by law, MCI will propose

arbitration for those rates.

ISSUE 020

Issue: Are the ordering charges just and reasonable? (Pricing, C
1, 2, k4)
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Disputed Language: Based on reasonable volume of requests, the standard interval for

address verification is one to two business days and less titan 48

hours (unless a state sets a shorter interval) for CSRs for

customer with 24 or less lines, one to five business days for a
full customer service record.

37. MCI's language is premised on reasonable volumes of requests and relatively

low numbers of customer lines. The 48 hour timeframe MCI proposes is consistent with state

commission precedent and, indeed, more relaxed than key state commissions have determined is

appropriate.

E. PRICING

ISSUE #19

Issue: Are the proposed transport and transit rates reasonable?

(Pricing, A 1, 2, & 3)

MCI position: MCI reserves the right to challenge these rates. The pricing

attachments for two companies were received a week before the

arbitration window closed for two companies ,and two days before
for two others..

38. MCI will review the rates proposed by the ILECs and will supplement this filing.

If rates proposed by the ILECs are not just and reasonable, as required by law, MCI will propose

arbitration for those rates.

ISSUE #20

Issue: Are the ordering charges just and reasonable? (Pricing, C

1,2,&4)
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MCI position: No. They are very high where manual ordering is the only choice.
There would be no incentive for the ITCs to move to electronic
ordering systems with rates this high. Some Bell companies set
manual rates high to encourage CLECs to use electronic ordering
systems but with these ITCs MCI has no cheaper alternative.
Further, there is no reason to charge a higher price for
cancellations and change orders. There should be no charge for
cancellations because there is no additional work being done.
There should be a lower charge not higher one for changes to the
original order. Usually it's only one feature or a later due date
being sought at the customer's request. The charge should be set at
$15 for the original LSR and $5 for changes. MCI also did not see
these rates until a week (Home and Farmers) and two days
(Hargray and PBT) before the arbitration window closed despite
repeated requests. So MCI has not had time to negotiate changes
with the ITCs. It has received no cost studies to support any of
these rates.

MCI's Language: All ITCs:

Service Order (LSR)$15.QO / request

Service Order Cancellation Charge
N~oclmr e
Order Change Charge
$5.00.

ILKC position: ITCs believe their rates are reasonable, citing a BellSouth
$22 rate for manual order.

ILKCs' Language: PBT:
Service Order (LSR) $23.00 / request

Service Order Cancellation Charge
$35.00 / request

Order Change Charge
$35.00 / request

Har gray:
Service Order (LSR) $22.00 / request

Service Order Cancellation Charge
$35.00 / request

MCI position:

MCI's Language:

ILEC position:

ILECs' Language:

No. They are very high where manual ordering is the only choice.
There would be no incentive for the ITCs to move to electronic

ordering systems with rates this high. Some Bell companies set

manual rates high to encourage CLECs to use electronic ordering

systems but with these ITCs MCI has no cheaper alternative.

Further, there is no reason to charge a higher price for

cancellations and change orders. There should be no charge for

cancellations because there is no additional work being done.

There should be a lower charge not higher one for changes to the

original order. Usually it's only one feature or a later due date

being sought at the customer's request. The charge should be set at

$15 for the original LSR and $5 for changes. MCI also did not see

these rates until a week (Home and Farmers) and two days

(Hargray and PBT) before the arbitration window closed despite

repeated requests. So MCI has not had time to negotiate changes

with the ITCs. It has received no cost studies to support any of
these rates.

All ITCs:

Service Order (LSR)$15.00 / request

Service Order Cancellation Charge

No charge.

Order Change Charge
$5.00.

ITCs believe their rates are reasonable, citing a BellSouth
$22 rate for manual order.

PBT:

Service Order (LSR) $ 23.00 / request

Service Order Cancellation Charge

$ 35.00 / request

Order Change Charge

$35.00 / request

Hargray:

Service Order (LSR) $ 22.00 / request

Service Order Cancellation Charge

$35.00 / request
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Order Change Charge
$35.00 / request

Farmers:
Service Order (LSR) $2S.00 / request

Service Order Cancellation Charge
$32.00 / request

Order Change Charge
$32.00 / request

Home:
Service Order (LSR) $22.00/ request

Service Order Cancellation Charge
$35.00 / request
Order Change Charge

$35.00 / request

39. The rates proposed by the ITCs have been provided without cost justification,

including as to why rates differ as between similarly-situated companies.

40. These rates are unreasonable where manual ordering is the only means available

to MCI. Further indications of the unreasonableness of these rates is that MCI was not given

these rates until a week (Home and Farmers) and two days (Hargray and PBT) before the

arbitration window closed, despite repeated requests for this information.

ISSIJK 021

Issue: What should the reciprocal compensation rate be for out-of-
balance Local/EAS or ISP-bound traffic? (Pricing, D)

MCI position: This is the rate set in the FCC's order on reciprocal
compensation rates.
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OrderChangeCharge
$35.00/ request

Farmers:

Service Order (LSR) $ 28.00 / request

Service Order Cancellation Charge

$ 32.00 / request

Order Change Charge

$32.00 / request

Home:

Service Order (LSR) $22.00 / request

Service Order Cancellation Charge

$35.00 / request

Order Change Charge

$35.00 / request

39. The rates proposed by the ITCs have been provided without cost justification,

including as to why rates differ as between similarly-situated companies.

40. These rates are unreasonable where manual ordering is the only means available

to MCI. Further indications of the unreasonableness of these rates is that MCI was not given

and PBT) before thethese rates until a week (Home and Farmers) and two days (Hargray

arbitration window closed, despite repeated requests for this information.

Issue:

ISSUE #21

What should the reciprocal compensation rate be for out-of-

balance Local/EAS or ISP-bound traffic? (Pricing, D)

MCI position: This is the rate set in the FCC's order on reciprocal

compensation rates.
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ILKC position: No rate.

Disputed Language: $0.0007

41. As discussed in Issue No. 8, the FCC has determined a rate applicable to "out of

balance" reciprocal compensation. The rate is $0.0007. Accordingly, the Commission should

adopt that rate.

RKQIJKST FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE, MCI respectfully requests that the Commission grant the following

relief:

A. The Commission should arbitrate the unresolved issues between MCI and the

ILECs within the timetable specified by the Act.

B. The Commission should issue an order directing the parties to submit the

Interconnection Agreement reflecting the agreed-upon language in Exhibit C and the resolution

in this arbitration proceeding of the unresolved issues described above.

C. The Commission should retain jurisdiction of this arbitration until the parties have

submitted agreements for approval in accordance with Section 252(e) of the Act.

D. The Commission should ftuther retain jurisdiction of this arbitration and the

parties hereto until the ILECs have complied with all implementation time frames specified in

the arbitrated agreements and those agreements have been fully implemented.

E. The Commission should take such other and further actions as it deems

appropriate.
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ILEC position: No rate.

Disputed Language: $0.0007

41. As discussed in Issue No. 8, the FCC has determined a rate applicable to "out of

balance" reciprocal compensation.

adopt that rate.

relief:

The rate is $0.0007. Accordingly, the Commission should

REQUEST FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE, MCI respectfully requests that the Commission grant the following

A. The Commission should arbitrate the unresolved issues between MCI and the

ILECs within the timetable specified by the Act.

B. The Commission should issue an order directing the parties to submit the

Interconnection Agreement reflecting the agreed-upon language in Exhibit C and the resolution

in this arbitration proceeding of the unresolved issues described above.

C. The Commission should retain jurisdiction of this arbitration until the parties have

submitted agreements for approval in accordance with Section 252(e) of the Act.

D. The Commission should further retain jurisdiction of this arbitration and the

parties hereto until the ILECs have complied with all implementation time frames specified in

the arbitrated agreements and those agreements have been fully implemented.

E. The Commission should take such other and further actions as it deems

appropriate.
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RESPECTFI ILLY SUBMITTED, this y of March, 2005

March ~ 7,2005.

By:
Darra . Cothran
Warren R.. Herndon, Jr.
Woodward, Cothran 8c Herndon
Post Office Box 12399
Columbia, S.C. 29211
Phone (803) 799-9772
Fax (803) 799-3256

Kennard B.Woods
MCI, Inc.
Law and Public Policy
6 Concourse Parkway, Suite 600
Atlanta, GA 30328
Phone (770) 284-5497
Fax (770) 284-5488

March

RESPECTFULLYSUBMITTED this 1_ '_Jof March,2005"

By:.*__Q_eo__"__

[ ,2005. WarrenR. Herndon,Jr.
Woodward,Cothran& Hemdon
PostOfficeBox 12399
Columbia,S.C.29211
Phone(803)799-9772
Fax(803)799-3256

KennardB. Woods
MCI, Inc.
Law andPublicPolicy
6 ConcourseParkway,Suite600
Atlanta,GA 30328
Phone(770)284-5497
Fax(770)284-5488
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Betty J. DeHart of Woodward, Cothran & Herndon, Attorneys for MCI, Inc. , do

hereby certify that I have served a copy of the Petition of MCMetro Access Transmission

Services, LLC for Arbitration with Farmers Telephone Cooperative, Inc. , Hargray

Telephone Company, Home Telephone Co., Inc. , and PBT Telecom, Inc. , Under the

Telecommunications Act of 1996 by causing to be deposited in a United States Postal

Service mailbox copies of the same, postage prepaid, addressed to the persons indicated

below.

F. David Butler, Esquire
The Public Service Commission

State of South Carolina
Post Office Drawer 11649
Columbia, S.C. 29211

Elliott F. Elam, Jr., Esquire
S. C. Department of Consumer Affairs

Post Office Box 5757
Columbia, S. C. 29250-5757

John M. Bowen, Jr., Esquire
McNair Law Firm, P.A.
Post Office Box 11390
Columbia, S.C. 29211

Betty J. De art

SWORN to before me this

, 2005.

Notary Public for South Caro
'

a

My Commission Expires:

(L.S.)

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Betty J. DeHart of Woodward, Cothran & Herndon, Attorneys for MCI, Inc., do

hereby certify that I have served a copy of the Petition of MCIMetro Access Transmission

Services, LLC for Arbitration with Farmers Telephone Cooperative, Inc., Hargray

Telephone Company, Home Telephone Co., Inc., and PBT Telecom, Inc., Under the

Telecommunications Act of 1996 by causing to be deposited in a United States Postal

Service mailbox copies of the same, postage prepaid, addressed to the persons indicated

below.

F. David Butler, Esquire
The Public Service Commission

State of South Carolina

Post Office Drawer 11649

Columbia, S.C. 29211

Elliott F. Elam, Jr., Esquire

S. C. Department of Consumer Affairs

Post Office Box 5757

Columbia, S. C. 29250-5757

John M. Bowen, Jr., Esquire

McNair Law Firm, P.A.

Post Office Box 11390

Columbia, S.C. 29211

SWORN to before me this

I"[%ay of _, _"/ ,2005.

Notary Public for South Caro.l_a o/

My Commission Expires: t'_ ! [q[/_r[

Betty J. I%I4art

.(L.S.)
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Interconnection Attachment

3/17/2005 MCI —ILEC Interconnection Agreement

Interconnection Attachment
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Interconnection Attachment

Scope of Agreement

This Interconnection Attachment sets forth specific terms and conditions for

network interconnection arrangements between ILEC and CLEC for the purpose

of the exchange of lntraLATA Traffic that is originated by an End User Customer

of one Party and is terminated to an End User Customer of the other Party,

where each Party directly provides Telephone Exchange Service to its End

User Customers physically located in the LATA. This Agreement also

addresses Transit Traffic as described in Section 2.2 below. This Attachment

describes the physical architecture for the interconnection of the Parties facilities

and equipment for the transmission and routing of Telephone Exchange Service

traffic between the respective End User Customers of the Parties pursuant to

Sections 251 (a) and (b) of the Act.

1.2 ILEC has no obligation to establish interconnection service arrangements to

enable CLEC to solely provide Information Services. CLEC agrees that it is

requesting and will use this arrangement for purposes of providing mainly

Telecommunications Services and that any provision of Information Service by

CLEC (including VoIP Services) will be incidental to CLEC's provision of

Telecommunications Services. The classification of certain forms of VolP (as
defined in this Agreement) as either Telecommunications Service or
Information Service has yet to be determined by the FCC. Accordingly,
ILEC has no obligation to establish an interconnection service arrangement

for CLEC that primarily is for the provision of VoIP. .

This Agreement does not obligate either Party to provide arrangements not

specifically provided for herein.

1.4 Both Parties aclmowledge that InterLATA Traffic will be routed in accordance

with Telcordia Traffic Routing Administration (TRA) instructions and is not a

provision of this Agreement.

Both Parties shall adhere to the North American Numbering Plan (NANP)

guidelines.

Jurisdiction of VoIP Traffic, as defined in this Agreement, is determined by

the physical location of the End User Customer originating VolP Traffic,
which is the geographical location of the actual Internet Protocol
Connection (IPC), not the location where the call enters the Public
Switched Telephone Network (PSTN). In addition, the FCC has ruled that
phone-to-phone calls that only utilize IP as transport are
Telecommunication Services. Jurisdiction of such calls shall be based on
the physical location of the calling and called End User Customer.
Signaling information associated with IP-Enabled Voice Traffic must

comply with Sections 3.5 and 3.6 of this Interconnection Attachment

3/17/2005 MCI —ILEC Interconnection Agreement

InterconnectionAttachment

1. Scope of Agreement

1.1

1.2

1.3

1.4

1.5

1.6

This Interconnection Attachment sets forth specific terms and conditions for

network interconnection arrangements between ILEC and CLEC for the purpose
of the exchange of IntraLATA Traffic that is originated by an End User Customer
of one Party and is terminated to an End User Customer of the other Party,
where each Party directly provides Telephone Exchange Service to its End
User Customers physically located in the LATA. This Agreement also
addresses Transit Traffic as described in Section 2.2 below. This Attachment
describes the physical architecture for the interconnection of the Parties facilities
and equipment for the transmission and routing of Telephone Exchange Service
traffic between the respective End User Customers of the Parties pursuant to
Sections 251 (a) and (b) of the AcL

ILEC has no obligation to establish interconnection service arrangements to
enable CLEC to solely provide Information Services. CLEC agrees that it is
requesting and will use this arrangement for purposes of providing mainly
Telecommunications Services and that any provision of Information Service by
CLEC (including VolP Services) will be incidental to CLEC's provision of
Telecommunications Services. The classification of certain forms of VolP (as

defined in this Agreement) as either Telecommunications Service or
Information Service has yet to be determined by the FCC. Accordingly,
ILEC has no obligation to establish an interconnection service arrangement

for CLEC that primarily is for the provision of VolP..

This Agreement does not obligate either Party to provide arrangements not

specifically provided for herein.

Both Parties acknowledge that InterLATA Traffic will be routed in accordance

with Telcordia Traffic Routing Administration (TRA) instructions and is not a

provision of this Agreement.

Both Parties shall adhere to the North American Numbering Plan (NANP)

guidelines.

Jurisdiction of VolP Traffic, as defined in this Agreement, is determined by

the physical location of the End User Customer originating VolP Traffic,
which is the geographical location of the actual Internet Protocol
Connection (IPC), not the location where the call enters the Public
Switched Telephone Network (PSTN). In addition, the FCC has ruled that
phone-to-phone calls that only utilize IP as transport are
Telecommunication Services. Jurisdiction of such calls shall be based on

the physical location of the calling and called End User Customer.
Signaling information associated with IP-Enabled Voice Traffic must
comply with Sections 3.5 and 3.6 of this Interconnection Attachment
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Interconnection Attachment

2. Service Arrangement

The Parties agree to exchange IntraLATA Traffic originated by an End User

Customer of one Party that terminates to an End User Customer of the other Party

over dedicated facilities between their networks. The Parties agree to physically

connect their respective networks so as to exchange such IntraL, ATA Traffic, with

the Point of Interconnection (POI) designated at ILEC's tandem. No more than

one POI on the ILEC network is required. Each Party shall be responsible for the

cost of dedicated facilities on its side of the POI.

2.2 The ILEC shall provide transit functions for Local/EAS Transit Traffic originated

by the CLEC. ILEC shall bill and CLEC shall pay for transit charges at the rate

set forth in the Pricing Attachment. CLEC is responsible for negotiating any

necessary interconnection arrangements directly with the third party. ILEC will

not be responsible for any reciprocal compensation payments to CLEC for Transit

Traffic. Any Transit Traffic that is toll shall be governed by the ILEC access

tariffs. CLEC does not have a tandem at this time so there is no transit traffic

originated by the IL,EC to the CLEC. At such time as CLEC becomes a tandem

transit aiTangements maybe negotiated.

If CLEC chooses to lease transport facilities from ILEC, CLEC shall compensate

ILEC for such leased transport facilities at ILEC's rates located in the Pricing

Attachment.

2.4 The Parties agree to only route IntraLATA Traffic over the dedicated facilities

between their networks. InterLATA Traffic shall be routed in accordance with

Telcordia Traffic Routing Administration instruction and is not a provision of this

Agreement. Both Parties agree that compensation for IntraLATA Traffic shall be
in the form of the mutual exchange of services provided by the other Party with

no additional billing related to exchange of such traffic issued by either Party

except as otherwise provided in this Agreement. if the traffic exchan e isin
balance. Traffic is considered out-of-balance when one Part terminates
more than 60 ercent of total Local/EAS traffic exchan ed between the
Parties. The Parties also a ree that the com ensation for ISP-bound traffic
when out of balanceis overned b the FCC's orders on com ensation for
ISP-boundtraffic s ecificall 1 theso-cal! ISPRemandOrder Intercarrier
Com ensation for ISP-based Traffic Docket No. 99-68 Order on Remand
andRe ort and Order 16 FCC Rcd 9151 2001 and 2 the modifications
to that order made in the FCC's decision on Core Communications'
forbearance re uest Petition of Core Communications Inc. for
Forbearance Under47U. S.C. Para ra h161 c from A lication ofthelSP
Remand Order WC Docket No. 03-171 released October 1S 2004 . Traffic
studies ma be re uested b either art to determine whether trafficis
out of balance. Such traffic studies will not be erformed more than four
times annuall . Should a traffic stud indicate that Local/EAS/ISP-bound
traffic exchan edis out-of-balance either Part ma notif the other Part
that mutual com ensation between the Parties will commence in the

3/17/2005 MCI —ILEC Interconnection Agreement

InterconnectionAttachment

2, Service Arrangement

2.1 The Parties agree to exchange IntraLATA Traffic originated by an End User

Customer of one Party that temainates to an End User Customer of the other Party
over dedicated facilities between their networks. The Parties agree to physically

connect their respective networks so as to exchange such IntraLATA Traffic, with

the Point of Interconnection (POI) designated at ILEC's tandem. No more than

one POI on the ILEC network is required. Each Party shall be responsible for the

cost of dedicated facilities on its side of the POI.

2.2 The ILEC shall provide transit functions for Local/EAS Transit Traffic originated

by the CLEC. ILEC shall bill and CLEC shall pay for transit charges at the rate

set forth in the Pricing Attachment. CLEC is responsible for negotiating any

necessary interconnection arrangements directly with the third party. ILEC will

not be responsible for any reciprocal compensation payments to CLEC for Transit

Traffic. Any Transit Traffic that is toll shall be governed by the ILEC access
tariffs. CLEC does not have a tandem at this time so there is no transit traffic

originated by the ILEC to the CLEC. At such time as CLEC becomes a tandem

transit arrangements maybe negotiated.

2.3

2.4

If CLEC chooses to lease transport facilities from ILEC, CLEC shall compensate

ILEC for such leased transport facilities at ILEC's rates located in the Pricing

Attachment.

The Parties agree to only route IntraLATA Traffic over the dedicated facilities
between their networks. InterLATA Traffic shall be routed in accordance with
Telcordia Traffic Routing Administration instruction and is not a provision of this

AgreemenL Both Parties agree that compensation for IntraLATA Traffic shall be
in the form of the mutual exchange of services provided by the other Party with
no additional billing related to exchange of such traffic issued by either Party
except as otherwise provided in this Agreement. if the traffic exchanqe is in
balance. Traffic is considered out-of-balance when one Party terminates

more than 60 percent of total Local/EAS traffic exchanged between the
Parties. The Parties also aqree that the compensation for ISP-bound traffic
when out of balance is governed by the FCC's orders on compensation for
ISP-bound traffic, specifically (1) the so-carl ISP Remand Order [Intercarrier

Compensation for ISP-based Traffic, Docket No. 99-68, Order on Remand
and Report and Order T16 FCC Rcd 9151 (2001)] and (2) the modifications
to that order made in the FCC's decision on Core Communications'

forbearance request (Petition of Core Communications, Inc. for
Forbearance Under 47 U.S.C. Paragraph 161 (c) from Application of the ISP
Remand Order, WC Docket No. 03-171f released October 18, 2004). Traffic
studies may be requested by either party to determine whether traffic is
out of balance. Such traffic studies will not be performed more than four

times annually. Should a traffic study indicate that Local/EAS/ISP-bound
traffic exchanged is out-of-balance, either Party may notify the other Party
that mutual compensation between the Parties will commence in the
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Interconnection Attachment

followin month. The Parties a ree that char es for termination of
Local/EAS and ISP-bound Traffic on each Part 's res ective networks are
as set forthin the Pricin Attachment. related to exchange of such traffic
issued by either Party except as otherwise provided in this Agreement.

2.4.1 Neither Party shall route un-translated traffic to service codes (e.g. 800, 888) over

the dedicated interconnection facilities.

2.6 N11 Codes: Neither Party shall route Nl 1 codes (e.g. , 411, 611, 711, and 911)
over dedicated facilities.

2.7 Accurate Calling Party Number ("CPN") associated with the End IJser Customer

originating the call must be provided. Accurate CPN is:

2.7.1 CPN that is a dialable working telephone number, that when dialed, will

reach the End User Customer to whom it is assigned, at that End User

Customer's Location.

2.7.2 CPN that has not been altered.

2.7.3 CPN that is not a charge party number.

2.7.4 CPN that follows the North American Numbering Standards and can be

identified in numbering databases and the LERG as an active number.

2.7.5 CPN that is assigned to an active End IJser Customer.

2.7.6 CPN that is associated with the Rate Center of the specific End User

Customer Location.

2.7.7 If either Party fails to provide accurate If either Party fails to provide

accurate CPN (valid originating information) or and Jurisdiction

Information Parameter ("JIP")on at least ninety percent (90%) of its total

originating INTRALATA Traffic, then traffic sent to the other Party

without CPN or JIP (valid originating information) will be handled in the

following manner. All unidenti ted tra ic will be treated as bavin tite

same 'urisdictional ratio as the nine 90% o identi ted tra ic. The
remaining 10 percent (10%) of unidentified traffic will be treated as

having the same jurisdictional ratio as the ninety (90%) of identified

traffic. If the unidentified traffic exceeds ten percent (10%) of the

total traffic, all the unidentified traffic shall be billed at a rate equal to
ILEC's applicable access charges. The originating Party will provide

to the other Party, upon request, information to demonstrate that
Party's portion of traffic without CPS or SIP traffic does not exceed

ten percent (10%) of the total traffic delivered. The Parties will

coordinate and exchange data as necessary to determine the cause of the

CPN or JIP failure and to assist its correction.

3/17/2005 MCI —ILEC Interconnection Agreement

InterconnectionAttachment

2.4.1

2.6

2.7

followin.q month. The Parties a,qree that charqes for termination of
Local/EAS and ISP-bound Traffic on each PartF's respective networks are
as set forth in the Pricinq Attachment. related to exchange of such traffic
issued by either Party except as otherwise provided in this Agreement.

Neither Party shall route un-translated traffic to service codes (e.g. 800, 888) over

the dedicated intercolmection facilities.

N11 Codes: Neither Party shall route N11 codes (e.g., 411, 611, 711, and 911)

over dedicated facilities.

Accurate Calling Party Number ("CPN") associated with the End User Customer

originating the call nmst be provided. Accurate CPN is:

2.7.1 CPN that is a dialable working telephone number, that when dialed, will

reach the End User Customer to whom it is assigned, at that End User

Customer's Location.

2.7.2 CPN that has not been altered.

2.7.3 CPN that is not a charge party number.

2.7.4 CPN that follows the North American Numbering Standards and can be

identified in numbering databases and the LERG as an active number.

2.7.5 CPN that is assigned to an active End User Customer.

2.7.6 CPN that is associated with the Rate Center of the specific End User

Customer Location.

2.7.7 If either Party fails to provide accurate If either Party fails to provide

accurate CPN (valid originating information) o! and Jurisdiction

Information Parameter ("JIP") on at least ninety percent (90%) of its total

originating INTRALATA Traffic, then traffic sent to the other Party

without CPN or JIP (valid originating information) will be handled in the

following manner. All unidentified tra[fic will be treated as having the

same iurisdictional ratio as the ninet_ (90%) of identified traffic. The

remaining 10 percent (10%) of unidentified traffic will be treated as

having the same jurisdictional ratio as the ninety (90%) of identified
traffic. If the unidentified traffic exceeds ten percent (10%) of the

total traffic, all the unidentified traffic shall be billed at a rate equal to

ILEC's applicable access charges. The originating Party will provide

to the other Party, upon request, information to demonstrate that

Party's portion of traffic without CPN or ,liP traffic does not exceed

ten percent (10%) of the total traffic delivered. The Parties will

coordinate and exchange data as necessary to determine the cause of the

CPN or JIP failure and to assist its correction.
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Physical Connection:

Dedicated facilities between the Parties' networks shall be provisioned as two-

way interconnection trunks, and shall only carry IntraLATA traffic originated

or terminated directly between each Parties End User Customers. The direct

interconnection trunks shall meet the Telcordia BOC Notes on LEC Networks

Practice No. SR-TSV-002275.

Facility Sizing: The Parties will mutually agree on the appropriate sizing for

transport facilities. The capacity of transport facilities provided by each Party

will be based on mutual forecasts and sound engineering practice, as mutually

agreed to by the Parties. CLEC will order trunks in the agreed upon quantities via

an Access Service Request.

If CLEC's request requires ILEC to build new facilities (e.g. installing new fiber),

CLEC will bear the cost of construction. Payment teiTns for such costs will be

negotiated between the Parties on an individual case basis. No Party will construct

facilities that require the other Party to build unnecessary facilities.

Interface Types: If the POI has an electrical interface, the interface will be DS1 or

DS3 as mutually agreed by the Parties. When a DS3 interface is agreed to by the

Parties, ILEC will provide any multiplexing required for DS1 facilities or

trunking at their end and CLEC will provide any DS1 multiplexing required for

facilities or trunking at their end.

Signaling: The Patties will connect their networks using SS7 signaling as defined

in applicable industry standards including ISDN user part ("ISUP") for trunk

signaling and transaction capabilities application part ("TCAP") for common

channel signaling based features in the connection of their networks. CPN shall

be available for at least 90% of the calls. Signaling information shall be shared

between the Parties at no charge to either Party.

Signaling Parameters: ILEC and CLEC are required to provide each other with

the proper signaling information (e.g. originating accurate Calling Party Number

,JIP, and destination called pasty number, etc.) pursuant 47 C.F.R. $ 64.1601, to

enable each Party to issue bills in an accurate and timely fashion. All Common

Channel Signaling (CCS) signaling parameters will be assed alon ns received,

provided, including CPN, JIP, Originating Line, Calling party category, Charge

Number, etc. All privacy indicators will be honored.

Programming: It shall be the responsibility of each Party to program and update

its own switches and network systems pursuant to the LERG.
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2.8

Physical Connection:

3.1 Dedicated facilities between the Parties' networks shall be provisioned as two-

way interconnection trunks, and shall only carry IntraLATA traffic originated

or terminated directly between each Parties End User Customers. The direct
interconnection trunks shall meet the Telcordia BOC Notes on LEC Networks

Practice No. SR-TSV-002275.

3.2 Facility Sizing: The Parties will mutually agree on the appropriate sizing for

transport facilities. The capacity of transport facilities provided by each Party
will be based on mutual forecasts and sound engineering practice, as mutually

agreed to by the Parties. CLEC will order trunks in the agreed upon quantities via

an Access Service Request.

3.3 If CLEC's request requires ILEC to build new facilities (e.g. installing new fiber),

CLEC will bear the cost of construction. Payment terms for such costs will be

negotiated between the Parties on an individual case basis. No Party will construct

facilities that require the other Party to build unnecessary facilities.

3.4 Interface Types: If the POI has an electrical interface, the interface will be DS1 or

DS3 as mutually agreed by the Parties. When a DS3 interface is agreed to by the

Parties, ILEC will provide any nmltiplexing required for DS1 facilities or

trunking at their end and CLEC will provide any DS 1 multiplexing required for

facilities or trunking at their end.

3.5 Signaling: The Parties will connect their networks using SS7 signaling as defined

in applicable industry standards including ISDN user part ("ISUP") for trunk

signaling and transaction capabilities application part ("TCAP") for common

channel signaling based features in the colmection of their networks. CPN shall

be available for at least 90% of the calls. Signaling information shall be shared

between the Parties at no charge to either Party.

3.6 Signaling Parameters: ILEC and CLEC are required to provide each other with

the proper signaling information (e.g. originating accurate Calling Party Number

,JIP, and destination called party number, etc.) pursuant 47 C.F.R. § 64.1601, to

enable each Party to issue bills in an accurate and timely fashion. All Common

Channel Signaling (CCS) signaling parameters will be passed along as received,

provided, including CPN, JIP, Originating Lille, Calling party category, Charge

Number, etc. All privacy indicators will be honored.

3.7 Programming: It shall be the responsibility of each Party to program and update

its own switches and network systems pursuant to the LERG.
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3.8 Equipment Additions: Where additional equipment is required, such equipment
will be obtained, engineered, and installed on the same basis and with the same
intervals as any similar growth job for the Parties' internal customer demand.

4. Parade of Service:

Each Party will provision their network to provide designed blocking objective of a P.01.

5. Network Management:

5.1 Protective Controls: Either Party may use protective network traffic management
controls such as 7-digit and 10-digit code gaps on traffic toward each other' s
network, when required to protect the public switched network from congestion or
failure, or focused overload. CLEC and ILEC will immediately notify each other
of any protective control action planned or executed.

5.2 Mass Calling: Both Parties will cooperate and share pre-planning information
regarding cross-network call-ins expected to generate large or focused temporary
increases in call volumes. The Parties agree that the promotion of mass calling
services is not in the best interest of either Party. If one Party's network is
burdened repeatedly more than the other Party's network, the Parties will meet
and discuss the cause and impact of such calling and will agree on how to
equitably share the costs and revenues associated with the calls and on methods
for managing the call volume.

5.3 Network Harm: Neither Party will use any service related to or provided in this
Agreement in any manner that interferes with third parties in the use of their
service, prevents third parties from using their service, impairs the quality of
service to other carriers or to either Party's Customers; causes electrical hazards
to either Party's personnel, damage to either Party's equipment or malfunction of
either Party's billing equipment (individually and collectively, "Network Harm" ).
If a Network Harm will occur or if a Party reasonably detertnines that a Network
Harm is imminent, such Party will, where practicable, notify the other Party that

temporary discontinuance or refusal of service may be required, provided,
however, wherever prior notice is not practicable, such Party may temporarily
discontinue or refuse service forthwith, if such action is reasonable under the
circumstances. In case of such temporary discontinuance or refusal, such Party
will:

5.3.1 Promptly notify the other Party of such temporary discontinuance or
refusal;
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3.8 Equipment Additions: Where additional equipment is required, such equipment

will be obtained, engineered, and installed on the same basis and with the same

intervals as any similar growth job for the Parties' internal customer demand.

o Grade of Service:

Each Party will provision their network to provide designed blocking objective of a P.O1.

Q Network Management:

5.1 Protective Controls: Either Party may use protective network traffic management

controls such as 7-digit and 10-digit code gaps on traffic toward each other's

network, when required to protect the public switched network from congestion or

failure, or focused overload. CLEC and ILEC will immediately notify each other

of any protective control action planned or executed.

5.2 Mass Calling: Both Parties will cooperate and share pre-planning information

regarding cross-network call-ins expected to generate large or focused temporary
increases in call volumes. The Parties agree that the promotion of mass calling

services is not in the best interest of either Party. If one Party's network is

burdened repeatedly more than the other Party's network, the Parties will meet

and discuss the cause and impact of such calling and will agree on how to

equitably share the costs and revenues associated with the calls and on methods

for managing the call volume.

5.3 Network Harm: Neither Party will use any service related to or provided in this

Agreement in any manner that interferes with third parties in the use of their

service, prevents third parties from using their service, impairs the quality of

service to other carriers or to either Party's Customers; causes electrical hazards

to either Party's personnel, damage to either Party's equipment or malfunction of

either Party's billing equipment (individually and collectively, "Network Harm").

If a Network Harm will occur or if a Party reasonably determines that a Network

Harm is imminent, such Party will, where practicable, notify the other Party that

temporary discontinuance or refusal of service may be required, provided,

however, wherever prior notice is not practicable, such Party may temporarily

discontinue or refuse service forthwith, if such action is reasonable under the

circumstances. In case of such temporary discontinuance or refusal, such Party

will:

5.3.1 Promptly notify the other Party of such temporary discontinuance or

refusal;
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5.3.2 Afford the other Party the opportunity to correct the situation which gave

rise to such temporary discontinuance or refusal; and

S.3.3 Inform the other Party of its right to bring a complaint to the Commission,

FCC, or a court of competent jurisdiction.

5.4 Each Party shall be responsible for obtaining connections to the 911/E911
network.
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5.3.2 Afford the other Party the opportunity to correct the situation which gave

rise to such temporary discontinuance or refilsal; and

5.3.3 Inform the other Party of its right to bring a complaint to the Commission,

FCC, or a court of competent jurisdiction.

5.4 Each Party shall be responsible for obtaining connections to the 911/E911

network.
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Number Portability Attachment

LOCAL NUMBER PORTABILITY

The Parties will offer service provider local number portability (LNP) in accordance with

the FCC rules and regulations. Service provider portability is the ability of users of
telecommunications services to retain, at the same location, existing telecommunications

numbers without impairment of quality, reliability, or convenience when switching from

one telecommunications carrier to another. Under this arrangement, the new

Telecommunications Service provider must directly provide Telephone Exchange
Service or resell an end user local exchange service through a third party
Telecommunications Service provider to the Knd User Customer porting the
telephone number. The dial tone must be derived from a switching facility that denotes

the switch is ready to receive dialed digits. In order for a port request to be valid, the
Knd User Customer must retain their original number and be served directly by the
same type of Telecommunications Service subscribed to prior to the port

1.2 The Parties agree that the industry has established Local Routing Number (LRN)
teclumiogy as the method by which LNP will be provided in accordance with such rules,

regulations and guidelines. As such, the Parties agree to provide to each other number

portability via LRN.

Nothing in this Agreement prohibits the Parties or a Party from agreeing with its

customer to provide types of portability other than "service provider" portability. This

agreement only addresses service provider portability and no other type of portability is

currently agreed upon in this Agreement.

1.4 The Parties agree to comply with finalized FCC rules and orders, North American

Numbering Council (NANC) procedures and guidelines concerning numbering and other

industry guidelines related to network architecture, including but not limited to, North

American Numbering Council Local Number Portability Architecture and Administrative

Plan report, which was adopted by the FCC, Second Report and Order, CC Docket 95-
116, released August 18, 1997, and Central Office Code Assignment Guidelines.

Service Mana ement S stem SMS Administration. The Parties will work cooperatively
with other local service providers to establish and maintain contracts for the Number

Portability Administration Center (NPAC) SMS.

1.6 ~SI nalin . In connection with LNP, each Party agrees to use SS7 signaling in accordance
with applicable FCC rules and orders.
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LOCAL NUMBER PORTABILITY

1.1 The Parties will offer service provider local number portability (LNP) in accordance with

the FCC rules and regulations. Service provider portability is the ability of users of

telecommunications services to retain, at the same location, existing telecommunications

numbers without impairment of quality, reliability, or convenience when switching from

one telecommunications carrier to another. Under this arrangement, the new

Telecommunications Service provider must directly provide Telephone Exchange

Service or resell an end user local exchange service through a third party

Telecommunications Service provider to the End User Customer porting the

telephone number. The dial tone must be derived from a switching facility that denotes

the switch is ready to receive dialed digits. In order for a port request to be valid, the

End User Customer must retain their original number and be served directly by the

same type of Telecommunications Service subscribed to prior to the port

1.2 The Parties agree that the industry has established Local Roming Number (LRN)

teclmology as the method by which LNP will be provided in accordance with such rules,

regulations and guidelines. As such, the Parties agree to provide to each other number

portability via LRN.

1.3 Nothing in this Agreement prohibits the Parties or a Party from agreeing with its

customer to provide types of portability other than "service provider" portability. This

agreement only addresses service provider portability and no other type of portability is

currently agreed upon in this Agreement.

1.4 The Parties agree to comply with finalized FCC rules and orders, North American

Numbering Council (NANC) procedures and guidelines concerning numbering and other

industry guidelines related to network architecture, including but not limited to, North

American Numbering Council Local Number Portability Architecture and Administrative

Plan report, which was adopted by the FCC, Second Report and Order, CC Docket 95-

116, released August 18, 1997, and Central Office Code Assignment Guidelines.

1.5 Service Management System (SMS) Administration. The Parties will work cooperatively

with other local service providers to establish and maintain contracts for the Number

Portability Administration Center (NPAC) SMS.

1.6 Signaling. In connection with LNP, each Party agrees to use SS7 signaling in accordance

with applicable FCC rules and orders.
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1.7 N~luer . Neither Party offers default query service so non-queried calls will be

returned to the N-1 carrier.

1.8 Portin of Reserved Numbers. In addition, End User Customers of each Party may port

reserved numbers, as defined in 47 CF.R. Section 52.15(f)(1)(vi) that the End User

Customer has paid to reserve, only if there is at least one working telephone number in

the group. Portable reserved numbers are identified on the Customer Service Record

(CSR).

1.9 ~glittin of Number Grou s. The Parties shall permit blocks of subscriber numbers

(including, but not limited to, Direct Inward Dial (DID) numbers and MultiServ groups)

to be split in connection with an LNP request. ILEC and CLEC shall permit End User

Customers who port a portion of DID numbers to retain DID service on the remaining

portion of numbers. If a Party requests porting a range of DID numbers smaller than a

whole block, that Party shall pay the applicable charges as listed in The Pricing

Attachment for doing so. In the event no rate is set forth in this Attachment, then the

Parties shall negotiate a rate for such services.

1.10 The Parties will set LRN unconditional or 10-digit triggers where applicable. Where

triggers are set, the porting Party will remove the ported number at the same time the

trigger is removed.

1.11 A trigger order is a service order issued in advance of the porting of a number. A trigger

order 1) initiates call queries to the AIN SS7 network in advance of the number being

ported; and 2) provides for the new service provider to be in control of when a number

ports.

2.0 Coordinated Cutovers.

2. 1 For LNP Coordinated Hot Cuts ("CHC"), CLEC may request a desired due date

and time. These will be considered coordinated orders. CLEC must indicate a

request for CHC on the LNP request form to request a coordinated order. LEC
will not apply a 10-digit trigger upon porting telephone numbers to CLEC
network. Charges for CHCs are listed in Appendix A. LEC offers two types of
coordination:

2.1.1 ~An Time: Order to be worked anytime during the day on the due date but

LEC must notify CLEC when completed.

ddd d: d d d I d e d I d d
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1.7 N__z-1Query. Neither Party offers default query service so non-queried calls will be
returned to the N-1 carrier.

1.8 Porting of Reserved Numbers. In addition, End User Customers of each Party may port

reserved numbers, as defined in 47 CF.R. Section 52.15(f)(1)(vi) that the End User

Customer has paid to reserve, only if there is at least one working telephone number in

the group. Portable reserved numbers are identified on the Customer Service Record

(CSR).

1.9 Splitting of Number Groups. The Parties shall permit blocks of subscriber numbers

(including, but not limited to, Direct Inward Dial (DID) numbers and MultiServ groups)

to be split in connection with an LNP request. ILEC and CLEC shall permit End User

Customers who port a portion of DID numbers to retain DID service on the remaining

portion of numbers. If a Party requests porting a range of DID numbers smaller than a

whole block, that Party shall pay the applicable charges as listed in The Pricing

Attachment for doing so. In the event no rate is set forth in this Attachment, then the

Parties shall negotiate a rate for such services.

1.10 The Parties will set LRN unconditional or 10-digit triggers where applicable. Where

triggers are set, the porting Party will remove the ported number at the same time the

trigger is removed.

1.11 A trigger order is a service order issued in advance of the porting of a number. A trigger

order 1) initiates call queries to the AIN SS7 network in advance of the number being

ported; and 2) provides for the new service provider to be in control of when a number

ports.

2.0 Coordinated Cutovers.

2.1 For LNP Coordinated Hot Cuts ("CHC"), CLEC may request a desired due date
and time. These will be considered coordinated orders. CLEC must indicate a

request for CHC on the LNP request form to request a coordinated order. LEC

will not apply a 10-digit trigger upon porting telephone numbers to CLEC

network. Charges for CHCs are listed in Appendix A. LEC offers two types of

coordination:

2.1.1

2.1.2

Any Time: Order to be worked anytime during the day on the due date but

LEC must notify CLEC when completed.

Specific Time: Order is to be worked at a specific time on the due date.
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2.2 If coordination is requested, CLEC will be required to call the LEC forty-eight

(48) hours prior to the requested coordination date and time. This call is to

confirm or reschedule the date and/or time. LEC reserves the right to change the

date and time if other demands require such a change. Every reasonable attempt

will be made to commit to the requested date and/or time. Prior to the 48 hour

Coordination Call, LEC will confirm with the various work groups involved with

the coordination, as to their ability to complete the work on the desired date

and/or time. If no call is received from CLEC, it will be assumed that CLEC is not

ready and the order will not be completed on the requested due date and time. If
CLEC does not contact LEC with 48 hours from the original due date to

reschedule, the order will be canceled.

3.0 Late Notification Chan es - Due Date Coordination.

3.1 ILEC will proceed with the conversion based on the agreement at the 48-Hour

Call. Policy for late notification of changes in due date and/or coordination time

is as follows:

3.1.1 If LEC personnel have to wait more than 15 minutes for CLEC to join the

scheduled call for the CHC, then CLEC shall be responsible to reimburse

LEC for all personnel costs incurred. The charge will be calculated, in half

hour increments, times the loaded hourly compensation rate for each

personnel involved in the call.

3.1.2 If CLEC contacts LEC to reschedule the CHC call less than 48-Hours

from the scheduled CHC call time, CLEC will be responsible to reimburse

LEC for all cost incurred to date on the CHC order.

3.1.3 Once the scheduled call is underway, and personnel from both CLEC and

LEC are present on the call, should CLEC incur a problem that would

delay the conversion, LEC will provide CLEC reasonable time (20
minutes or less) to cure the problem. However, any delay longer than 20
minutes will result in LEC charging CLEC for personnel costs incurred.

The charge will be calculated based on the delay time, in half hour

increments, times the loaded hourly compensation rate for each personnel

involved in the call.

4.0 Obli ations of Both Parties.

4.1 CLEC is responsible for advising the NPAC of telephone numbers that it imports

and the associated data as identified in industry forums as being required for

number portability.
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2.2 If coordination is requested, CLEC will be required to call the LEC forty-eight

(48) hours prior to the requested coordination date and time. This call is to
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and/or time. If no call is received from CLEC, it will be assumed that CLEC is not

ready and the order will not be completed on the requested due date and time. If
CLEC does not contact LEC with 48 hours from the original due date to
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delay the conversion, LEC will provide CLEC reasonable time (20

minutes or less) to cure the problem. However, any delay longer than 20

minutes will result in LEC charging CLEC for personnel costs incurred.

The charge will be calculated based on the delay time, in half hour

increments, times the loaded hourly compensation rate for each personnel

involved in the call.
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number portability.
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4.2 When a ported telephone number becomes vacant, e.g., the telephone number is

no longer in service by the original End User Customer; the ported telephone

number will be released back to the carrier who is the code holder or block holder.

4.3 Each party has the right to block default routed calls entering a network in order

to protect the public switched network from overload, congestion, or failure

propagation.

4.4 Both Parties must be certified by the Regional NPAC prior to the scheduling of
inter-company testing.

4.5 Each Party will designate a single point of contact (SPOC) to schedule and

perform required testing. These tests will be performed during a mutually agreed

time frame and must meet the criteria set forth by the Inter-Industry LNP

Regional Team for porting.

4.6 Each Party shall abide by NANC and the Inter-Industry LNP Regional Team

provisioning and implementation process.

4.7 Each Party shall become responsible for the End User Customer's other

telecommunications related items, e.g. E911, Directory Listings, Operator

Services, Line Information Database (LIDB), when they port the end-user's

telephone number to their switch.

4.8 The LRN associated with the ported number associated with ILEC's Local/EAS

area shall be derived from an NPA- NXX within the same Local/EAS areas.
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no longer in service by the original End User Customer; the ported telephone
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inter-company testing.
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PRE-ORDERING, ORDERING, PROVISIONING, MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR

1. PRE-ORD ERIN(

1.1. The Parties will provide access to pre-order functions to support the requesting

Party's transfer of customers. The Parties acknowledge that ordering requirements

necessitate the use of current pre-order information to accurately build service

orders. The following lists represent pre-order functions that are available.

1.2. Access to retail Customer Proprietary Network. Information (CPNI) and account

information for pre-ordering will include: billing name, service address, billing

address, service and feature subscription, directory listing information, long distance

carrier identity, and PIC freeze indication. Parties agree that the Parties'

representatives will not access the information specified in this subsection without

the End I Jser Customer's permission, and that the requesting party has verification

from the customer via Third Party Verification, a Letter of Authorization (LOA),
etc. that the customer has agreed to the release of this information.

1.3. The Parties will provide the information on the following pre-ordering functions:

service address validation, telephone number selection, service and feature

availability, due date information, and customer record information. The Parties will

include the development and introduction of the new change management process.
The Parties shall provide such information in accordance with the procedures set out

in the handbook or website listed in Section 1.4 of this attachment. Based on

reasonable volume of requests, the standard interval for address verification is one to

two business days and one to five business days for a full customer service record
less than 4S hours unless a state sets a shorter interval or CSRs or customer

tvith 24 o4 less lines.

1.4. Each Party will exchange handbooks and/or website addresses covering preordering,

ordering, provisioning, maintenance and other process information.

1.5. The Parties shall exchange preordering, ordering, provisioning, and maintenance

information via Fax. Parties may mutually agree to add other forms of the

information exchange such as email or GIJI.

1.6. The Parties agree not to view, copy, or otherwise obtain access to the End User

Customer record information of any customer without that End User Customer' s

permission. The Parties will obtain access to End User Customer record information

only in strict compliance with applicable laws, rules, or regulations of the FCC and

the state in which the service is provided. If there is a customer complaint or an

unusual request for CSRs (i.e. all business customers or a large increase in volume),

the Parties reserve the right to audit each other's verification information on access
to End User Customer record information. If the audit reveals that the End User

Customer record information was obtained without the audited Party having obtained

the proper legal permission (e.g. , Third Party Verification or LOA), the auditing

Party upon reasonable notice to the audited Party may take such corrective action as

permitted by state and federal law. All such information obtained through an audit
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le PRE-ORDERING

1.1. The Parties will provide access to pre-order functions to support the requesting

Party's transfer of customers. The Parties acknowledge that ordering requirements

necessitate the use of current pre-order information to accurately build service

orders. The following lists represent pre-order functions that are available.

1.2. Access to retail Customer Proprietary Network Information (CPNI) and account

information for pre-ordering will include: billing name, service address, billing

address, service and feature subscription, directory listing information, long distance

carrier identity, and PIC freeze indication. Parties agree that the Parties'

representatives will not access the information specified in this subsection without

the End User Customer's permission, and that the requesting party has verification

from the customer via Third Party Verification, a Letter of Authorization (LOA),

etc. that the customer has agreed to the release of this information.

1.3. The Parties will provide the information on the following pre-ordering functions:

service address validation, telephone number selection, service and feature

availability, due date information, and customer record information. The Parties will

include the development and introduction of the new change management process.

The Parties shall provide such information in accordance with the procedures set out
in the handbook or website listed in Section 1.4 of this attachment. Based on

reasonable volume of requests, the standard interval for address verification is one to

two business days and one to five business days for a full customer service record

less than 48 hours (unless a state sets a shorter interval) for CSRs for customer
with 24 04 less lines.

1.4. Each Party will exchange handbooks and/or website addresses covering preordering,

ordering, provisioning, maintenance and other process information.

1.5. The Parties shall exchange preordering, ordering, provisioning, and maintenance

information via Fax. Parties may mutually agree to add other forms of the

information exchange such as email or GUI.

1.6. The Parties agree not to view, copy, or otherwise obtain access to the End User

Customer record information of any customer without that End User Customer's

permission. The Parties will obtain access to End User Customer record information

only in strict compliance with applicable laws, rules, or regulations of the FCC and

the state in which the service is provided. If there is a customer complaint or an

unusual request for CSRs (i.e. all business customers or a large increase in volume),

the Parties reserve the right to audit each other's verification information on access

to End User Customer record information. If the audit reveals that the End User

Customer record information was obtained without the audited Party having obtained

the proper legal permission (e.g., Third Party Verification or LOA), the auditing

Party upon reasonable notice to the audited Party may take such corrective action as

permitted by state and federal law. All such information obtained through an audit
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shall be deemed Inforination covered by the Proprietary and Confidential

Information section in the General Terms and Conditions of this Agreement.

2. ORDERING

2.1. ~Orderin .

2.1.1. The New Service Provider (NSP) shall place orders for services by submitting

a local service request ("I.,SR") to the Old Service Provider (OSP). The OSi-

shall bill the NSP a service order charge as specified in this Attachment for

each LSR submitted. An individual LSR will be identified for billing

purposes by its Purchase Order Number ("PON").

2.1.2. The OSP will bill the service order charge, as applicable, for an LSR,
regardless of whether that LSR is later supplemented, clarified or cancelled.

2.2.1. The Parties shall provision services during its regular working hours. To the

extent NSP requests provisioning of service to be performed outside OSP

regular working hours, or the work so requested requires OSP's technicians or

project managers to work outside of regular working hours, overtime charges

shall apply as specified in the Pricing AttaclnTient of this Agreement.

2.2.2. Cancellation Char es. If the NSP cancels an LSR any costs incurred by OSP

in conjunction with the provisioning of that request will be recovered in

accordance with the rates specified in the Pricing Attachment to this

Agreement.

2.2.3. Ex edited Service Date Char es. For Expedited

Service

Date Advancement

requests by the purchasing Party, expedited charges will apply for intervals

less than the standard interval. The Expedited Service Date charge is listed in

the Pricing Attachment.

2.2.4. Order Chan e Char es. If either Party modifies an order after being sent a

Firm Order Confirmation (FOC) from the other Party, the Order Change

Charge specified in this agreement will be paid by the modifying Party in

accordance with the Pricing Attachment of this Agreement.

3. MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR

3.1.1. Requests for trouble repair are billed in accordance with the provisions of this

Agreement. The Patties agree to adhere to the procedures for maintenance

and repair in their respective operations procedures as referenced in Sectiori

1.4 of this Attachment.

3.1.2 If purchasing Party reports a trouble and no trouble actually exists on the

serving Party's portion of the service ("no trouble found"), the serving Party

will charge the purchasing Party for any dispatching and testing (both inside

and outside the Central Office (CO) required by serving Party in order to

confirm the working status. If the no trouble found rate is a higher rate than
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2,

shall be deemed Information covered by the Proprietary and Confidential

Information section in the General Terms and Conditions of this Agreement.

ORDERING

2.1. Ordering.

2.1.1. The New Service Provider (NSP) shall place orders for services by submitting

a local service request ("LSR") to the Old Service Provider (OSP). The OSv

shall bill the NSP a service order charge as specified in this Attachment for

each LSR submitted. An individual LSR will be identified for billing

purposes by its Purchase Order Number ("PON").

2.1.2. The OSP will bill the service order charge, as applicable, for an LSR,

regardless of whether that LSR is later supplemented, clarified or cancelled.

2.2. Provisioning,

2.2.1. The Parties shall provision services during its regular working hours. To the

extent NSP requests provisioning of service to be performed outside OSP

regular working hours, or the work so requested requires OSP's technicians or

project managers to work outside of regular working hours, overtime charges

shall apply as specified in the Pricing Attachment of this Agreement.

2.2.2. Cancellation Charges. If the NSP cancels an LSR any costs incurred by OSP

in conjunction with the provisioning of that request will be recovered in

accordance with the rates specified in the Pricing Attachment to this

Agreement.

2.2.3. Expedited Service Date Charges. For Expedited Service Date Advancement

requests by the purchasing Party, expedited charges will apply for intervals
less than the standard imerval. The Expedited Service Date charge is listed in

the Pricing Attachment.

2.2.4. Order Change Charges. If either Party modifies an order after being sent a

Firm Order Confirmation (FOC) from the other Party, the Order Change

Charge specified in this agreement will be paid by the modifying Party in

accordance with the Pricing Attachnlent of this Agreement.

3. MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR

3.1.1.

3.1.2

Requests for trouble repair are billed in accordance with the provisions of this

Agreement. The Parties agree to adhere to the procedures for maintenance

and repair in their respective operations procedures as referenced in Section
1.4 of this Attachment.

If purchasing Party reports a trouble and no trouble actually exists on the

serving Party's portion of the service ("no trouble found"), the serving Party

will charge the purchasing Party for any dispatching and testing (both inside

and outside the Central Office (CO) required by serving Party in order to

confirm the working stares. If the no trouble found rate is a higher rate than
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the other similar services offered by the serving Party, the purchasing Party
may raise the issue with the serving Party and request that the information on
the trouble shooting procedures performed on the "no trouble found" repair
tickets be shared with the purchasing Party. Such request shall not be
unreasonably denied.

4. SERVICE STANDARDS

Both Parties will comply with the Article 6 - Telecommunications Utilities in
Chapter 103 - Public Service Commission of the Code of Regulations of South
Carolina Sub-Article 6 — Standards and Quality of Service when providing service
to the other Party.

5. RATES

All charges applicable to pre-ordering, ordering, provisioning and maintenance and

repair, shall be as set forth in the Pricing Attachment to this Agreement.

6. MISCKLLANKOIJS

6.1 Customer Transfer.

6.1.1 Service orders will be in a standard format designated in accordance with
industry standards. All ordering and provisioning and maintenance activity
conducted pursuant to this agreement should follow the applicable industry
standards which include: Local Service Ordering Guidelines (LSOG)
developed in the Ordering and Billing Forum (OBF) at the Alliance of
Telecommunications Industry Solutions (ATIS) and approved North
American Numbering Council (NANC) procedures and guidelines concerning
Local Number Portability (LNP) processes.

6.1.2 When notification is received from the New Service Provider that a current
End User Customer of Old Service Provider will subscribe to New Service
Provider's service, standard service order intervals for the appropriate class of
service will apply.

6.1.3 The New Service Provider will be the single point of contact with Old Service
Provider for all subsequent ordering activity resulting in additions or changes
to services except that Old Service Provider will accept a request directly from
the End IJser for conversion of the End User Customer's service from New
Service Provider to Old Service Provider

6.1.4 If either Party determines that an unauthorized change in local service has
occurred, the End User Customer's authorized local service provider will
reestablish service with the End User Customer and will pursue remedies
permitted by federal and state law against the Party making the unauthorized

change.

Misdirected Calls.
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theothersimilarservicesofferedby theservingParty,thepurchasingParty
mayraisetheissuewith the servingPartyandrequestthatthe informationon
thetroubleshootingproceduresperformedonthe"no troublefound" repair
ticketsbesharedwith thepurchasingParty. Suchrequestshallnot be
um-easonablydenied.

1 SERVICE STANDARDS

Both Parties will comply with the Article 6 - Telecommunications Utilities in

Chapter 103 - Public Service Commission of the Code of Regulations of South
Carolina Sub-Article 6 - Standards and Quality of Service when providing service

to the other Party.

So RATES

All charges applicable to pre-ordering, ordering, provisioning and maintenance and

repair, shall be as set forth in the Pricing Attachment to this Agreement.

o MISCELLANEOUS

6.1 Customer Transfer.

6.1.1 Service orders will be in a standard format designated in accordance with

industry standards. All ordering and provisioning and maintenance activity

conducted pursuant to this agreement should follow the applicable industry

standards which include: Local Service Ordering Guidelines (LSOG)

developed in the Ordering and Billing Forum (OBF) at the Alliance of

Telecommunications Industry Solutions (ATIS) and approved North

American Numbering Council (NANC) procedures and guidelines concerning

Local Number Portability (LNP) processes.

6.1.2 When notification is received from the New Service Provider that a current

End User Customer of Old Service Provider will subscribe to New Service

Provider's service, standard service order intervals for the appropriate class of

service will apply.

6.1.3 The New Service Provider will be the single point of contact with Old Service

Provider for all subsequent ordering activity resulting in additions or changes

to services except that Old Service Provider will accept a request directly from

the End User for conversion of the End User Customer's service from New

Service Provider to Old Service Provider

6.1.4 If either Party determines that an unauthorized change in local service has

occurred, the End User Customer's authorized local service provider will

reestablish service with the End User Customer and will pursue remedies

permitted by federal and state law against the Party malting the unauthorized

change.

6.2 Misdirected Calls.
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6.2. 1 The Parties will employ the following procedures for handling any

misdirected calls (e.g., Business office, repair bureau, etc.):

6.2.2 To the extent the correct provider can be detertrtined; each Party will refer
misdirected calls to the proper provider of local exchange service. When

referring such calls, both Parties agree to do so in a courteous manner at no

charge.

6.2.3 For misdirected repair calls, the Parties will provide their respective repair

bureau contact number to each other on a reciprocal basis and provide the End

User Customer the correct contact number.

6.2.4 In responding to misdirected calls, neither Party shall make disparaging

remarks about each other, nor shall they use these calls as a basis for internal

referrals or to solicit End User Customers or to market services.

Letter of Authorization.

6.3.1 The Parties agree that it will not submit an order to move an End I Jser

Customer's service from one Party to the other Party without the End User
Customer's permission, and that the requesting Party has verification from the

End User Customer via Third Party Verification, a I.etter of Authorization

(LOA), etc. that the End User Customer has agreed to the change in service.
The OSP will not require End I Jser Customer confirmation prior to
establishing service for NSP's End User Customers.

6.3.2 Once the NSP submits an LSR to change an End I Jsers Customer's local

exchange service, the End User Customer will deal directly with the NSP on

all inquiries concerning their local exchange service. This may include, but is

not limited to billing repair, directory listing, and number portability. The NSP
is responsible for any charges that may be incurred in connection with service

requests for End User Customers change in service providers.

6.3.3 If, based on an End User
Customer complaint, either

Party (the "Complaining
Party" ) determines that the
other Party (the "Changing
Party" ) has submitted an

unauthorized change in local
service, the Parties will

reestablish service for the End
LJser Customer with the

appropriate local service
provider. The Complaining
Party will notify the Changing
Party of the End User
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6.2.1

6.2.2

6.2.3

6.2.4

ThePartieswill employthe following proceduresfor handlingany
misdirectedcalls(e.g.,Businessoffice, repairbureau,etc.):

To theextentthecorrectprovidercanbedetermined;eachPartywill refer
misdirectedcallsto theproperproviderof local exchangeservice.When
referringsuchcalls,bothPartiesagreeto dosoin acourteousmanneratno
charge.

Formisdirectedrepaircalls,thePartieswill providetheir respectiverepair
bureaucontactnumberto eachotheronareciprocalbasisandprovidetheEnd
UserCustomerthecorrectcontactnumber.

In respondingto misdirectedcalls,neitherPartyshallmakedisparaging
remarksabouteachother,nor shalltheyusethesecallsasabasisfor internal
referralsor to solicit EndUserCustomersor to marketservices.

6.3

6.3.1

6.3.2

Letterof Authorization.

ThePartiesagreethatit will not submitanorderto moveanEndUser
Customer'sservicefrom onePartyto theotherPartywithout theEndUser
Customer'spermission,andthat therequestingPartyhasverificationfrom the
EndUserCustomervia Third PartyVerification,aLetterof Authorization
(LOA), etc.thattheEndUserCustomerhasagreedto thechangein service.
TheOSPwill not requireEndUserCustomerconfirmationprior to
establishingservicefor NSP'sEndUserCustomers.

OncetheNSPsubmitsanLSRto changeanEndUsersCustomer'slocal
exchangeservice,theEndUserCustomerwill dealdirectlywith theNSPon
all inquiriesconcerningtheir localexchangeservice.This mayinclude,but is
not limited to billing repair,directorylisting, andnumberportability.TheNSP
is responsiblefor anychargesthatmaybeincurredin connectionwith service
requestsfor EndUserCustomerschangein serviceproviders.

6.3.3 If, basedonanEndUser
Customercomplaint,either
Party(the"Complaining
Party") determinesthatthe
otherParty(the"Changing
Party")hassubmittedan
unauthorizedchangein local
service,thePartieswill
reestablishservicefor theEnd
UserCustomerwith the
appropriatelocalservice
provider. TheComplaining

Party will notify the Changing

Party of the End User
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Customer complaint, and the

Changing Party may provide

proof that the change was
authorized. If the Changing
Party is unable to provide such

proof, the Complaining Party

may assess the Changing
Party, as the LEC initiating
the unauthorized change, any

applicable unauthorized

change charge approved by
the Commission. No charges
will be assessed if the

Changing Party provides proof
that the change was
authorized.

6.4

6.6

Ch Dd, . d I di h td d'

Provider will be held for a maximum of thirty (30) calendar days from the

date the order is placed on hold. After such time, New Service Provider] shall

be required to submit a new service request. Incorrect or invalid requests

returned to New Service Provider for correction or clarification will be held

for thirty (30) calendar days. IfNew Service Provider does not return a
corrected request within thirty (30) calendar days, Old Service Provider will

cancel the request.

Neither Party shall prevent or delay an End user Customer from migrating to

another carrier because of unpaid bills, denied service, or contract terms.

The Parties shall return a Firm Order Confirmation (FOC) and Local Service

Request (LSR) rejection/clarification in the two business days.

Contact Numbers. The Parties agree to provide one another with contact

numbers for the purpose of ordering, provisioning and maintenance of
services. The Party receiving trouble tickets will close trouble tickets

after making a reasonable effort to contact the other Party for

authorization to close the trouble ticket. If the Party receiving the

trouble ticket cannot complete the repair due to lack of information or due

to lack of authorization for additional work deemed necessary by such

Party, the Party receiving the trouble ticket will make reasonable

attempts to contact the other Party to obtain such information or

authorization. If such attempts fail, the trouble will be placed in a delayed

maintenance status.
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Customercomplaint,andthe
ChangingPartymayprovide
proof thatthechangewas
authorized.Ifthe Changing
Partyis unableto providesuch
proof, theComplainingParty
mayassesstheChanging
Party,astheLEC initiating
theunauthorizedchange,any
applicableunauthorized
changechargeapprovedby
theCommission.No charges
will beassessedif the
ChangingPartyprovidesproof
thatthechangewas
authorized.

6.4

6.5

6.6

6.7

Pending Orders. Orders placed in the hold or pending status by New Service

Provider will be held for a maximum of thirty (30) calendar days from the

date the order is placed on hold. After such time, New Service Provider] shall

be required to submit a new service request. Incorrect or invalid requests
returned to New Service Provider for correction or clarification will be held

for thirty (30) calendar days. If New Service Provider does not return a

corrected request within thirty (30) calendar days, Old Service Provider will

cancel the request.

Neither Party shall prevent or delay an End User Customer from migrating to

another carrier because of unpaid bills, denied service, or contract terms.

The Parties shall return a Firm Order Confirmation (FOC) and Local Service

Request (LSR) rejection/clarification in the two business days.

Contact Numbers. The Parties agree to provide one another with contact

numbers for the purpose of ordering, provisioning and maintenance of

services. The Party receiving trouble tickets will close trouble tickets

after making a reasonable effort to contact the other Party for

authorization to close the trouble ticket. If the Party receiving the

trouble ticket cannot complete the repair due to lack of information or due

to lack of authorization for additional work deemed necessary by such

Party, the Party receiving the trouble ticket will make reasonable

attempts to contact the other Party to obtain such information or

authorization. If such attempts fail, the trouble will be placed in a delayed

maintenance status.
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Ancillary Services Attachment

911/K-911 Arrangements

1.1 ILEC utilizes [RBOC] for the provision of 911/E-911 services. The CLEC is
responsible for connecting to [RBOC] and populating [RBOC]'s database. All
relations between [RBOC] and CLEC are totally separate from this Agreement
and ILEC makes no representations on behalf of [RBOC].

1.2 ILEC will not be liable for errors with respect to CLEC's provision of 911/E-911
services to CLEC's End User Customers.

2. Busy Verification and Busy Line Verification Interrupt

Each Party shall establish procedures whereby its operator assistance bureau will
coordinate with the operator assistance bureau of the other Party to provide Busy Line
Verification (BLV) and Busy Line Verification and Interrupt (BI.VI) services on calls
between their respective end-users. Each Party shall mute BLV and BLVI inquiries over
separate inward Operator Services (OS) trunks. Each Party's operator assistance bureau
will only verify and/or interrupt the call and will not complete the call of the end-user

initiating the BLV or BLVI, Each Party shall charge the other for the BLV and BLVI
services at the rates contained in the respective tariffs.

3. Street Address C~uide (SAG)

ILEC will provide to CLEC upon request the Street Address Guide at a reasonable
charge.

4. Telephone Relay Service

Telephone Relay Service (TRS) enables deaf, hearing-impaired, or speech-impaired TRS
users to reach other telephone users. Each Patty is responsible for providing access to
TRS for its End User Customers,

5. Directory Listings and Directory Distribution

S.1 CLEC will be required to negotiate a separate agreement for directory listings and

directory distribution, except as set forth below, with ILEC's vendor for directory
publications.

5.2 Listings

CLEC agrees to supply ILEC on a regularly scheduled basis, and in a format
prescribed by ILEC, all listing information for CLEC's subscribers who wish to be
listed in any ILEC published directory for the relevant operating area. Listing
information will consist of names, addresses (including city, state and zip code)
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o

1

o

So

911/E-911 Arrangements

1.1 ILEC utilizes [RBOC] for the provision of 91 l/E-911 services. The CLEC is

responsible for connecting to [RBOC] and populating [RBOC]'s database. All

relations between [RBOC] and CLEC are totally separate from this Agreement

and ILEC makes no representations on behalf of [RBOC].

1.2 ILEC will not be liable for errors with respect to CLEC's provision of 91 l/E-911

services to CLEC's End User Customers.

Busy Verification and Busy Line Verification Interrupt

Each Party shall establish procedures whereby its operator assistance bureau will

coordinate with the operator assistance bureau of the other Party to provide Busy Line

Verification (BLV) and Busy Line Verification and Interrupt (BLVI) services on calls

between their respective end-users. Each Party shall route BLV and BLVI inquiries over

separate inward Operator Services (OS) trunks. Each Party's operator assistance bureau

will only verify and/or interrupt the call and will not complete the call of the end-user

initiating the BLV or BLVI. Each Party shall charge the other for the BLV and BLVI

services at the rates contained in the respective tariffs.

Street Address Guide (SAG)

ILEC will provide to CLEC upon request the Street Address Guide at a reasonable

charge.

Telephone Relay Service

Telephone Relay Service (TRS) enables deaf, hearing-impaired, or speech-impaired TRS

users to reach other telephone users. Each Party is responsible for providing access to

TRS for its End User Customers.

Directory Listings and Directory Distribution

5.1 CLEC will be required to negotiate a separate agreement for directory listings and

directory distribution, except as set forth below, with ILEC's vendor for directory

publications.

5.2 Listings

CLEC agrees to supply ILEC on a regularly scheduled basis, and in a format

prescribed by ILEC, all listing information for CLEC's subscribers who wish to be

listed in any ILEC published directory for the relevant operating area. Listing

information will consist of names, addresses (including city, state and zip code)
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and telephone numbers. Nothing in this Agreement shall require ILEC to publish a
directory where it would not otherwise do so. Listing inclusion in a given directory
will be in accordance with ILEC's solely determined directory configuration,
scope, and schedules and listings will be treated in the same manner as ILEC's
listings.

5.3 Distribution

Upon directory publication, ILEC will arrange for the initial distribution of the
directory to service subscribers in the directory coverage area. CLEC will supply
ILEC, in a timely manner, with all required subscriber mailing information
including non-listed and non-published subscriber mailing information, to enable
ILEC to perform its directory distribution responsibilities,
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5.3

and telephone numbers. Nothing in this Agreement shall require ILEC to publish a

directory where it would not otherwise do so. Listing inclusion in a given directory
will be in accordance with ILEC's solely determined directory configuration,

scope, and schedules and listings will be treated in the same manner as ILEC's

listings.

Distribution

Upon directory publication, ILEC will arrange for the initial distribution of the

directory to service subscribers in the directory coverage area. CLEC will supply

ILEC, in a timely manner, with all required subscriber mailing information

including non-listed and non-published subscriber mailing information, to enable

ILEC to perform its directory distribution responsibilities.
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Pricing Attachment

Pricing for Farmers Telephone Cooperative, Inc.

General. The rates contained in this Pricing Attachment are the rates as referenced in the

various sections on the Interconnection Agreement and are subject to change as a result

of filings with state and federal Commission rulings and proceedings, including but not

limited to, any generic proceeding to determine ILEC's unrecovered costs, the

establishment of a competitively neutral universal service system, or any appeal or other

litigation.

A. Transport Rate: [MCI STILL REVIEWING LATE PROVIDED PRICINGj

1. Direct Trunk Transport Termination:

a) DSI
b) DS3

$61.11 / termination / month

$441.68 I termination Imonth

2. Direct Trunk Transport Facility:

a) DSI
b) DS3

$12.92 Imile I month

$104,29 / mile Imonth

3. Non-recurring Installation Charge $ +04.00/ order

13. Transit Traffic Rate: [MCI STILL REVIEWING LATE PROVIDED PRICING]
$0.007 / min.

C. General Charges:

$ 15.00/28. 00 /

$0.00/32. 00 / request
$32.00 / request
$5.00/32. 00 / request

1. Service Order (L,SR)
request

2. Service Order Cancellation Charge
3. Expedited Due Date
4. Order Change Charge
5. Technical Labor

Install & Re air Technician:
Basic Time (normally scheduled hours) $19.28 / '/z hr

Overtime (outside normally schld hrs on schld work day) $28.93 / 'lz hr

Premium Time (outside of scheduled work day) $38.57 / 'lz lu

$ ICB

Central Office Teclmician:
Basic Time (normally scheduled hours)
Overtime (outside normally schld hrs on schld work day)
Premium Time (outside of scheduled work day)

6. Rates and Charges for L,NP Coordinated
Hot Cut (CHC)

$19.55 / '/z hr

$29.32 / 'Iz hr

$39.09/ '/z hr

3/17/2005 MCI —Farmers Interconnection Agreement

Pricing Attachment

Pricing for Farmers Telephone Cooperative, Inc.

General. The rates contained in this Pricing Attachment are the rates as referenced in the

various sections on the Interconnection Agreement and are subject to change as a result

of filings with state and federal Commission rulings and proceedings, including but not

limited to, any generic proceeding to determine ILEC's unrecovered costs, the

establishment of a competitively neutral universal service system, or any appeal or other

litigation.

A. Transport Rate: [MCI STILL REVIEWING LATE PROVIDED PRICING]

. Direct Trunk Transport Termination."

a) DS1

b) DS3

$ 61.11 / termination / month

$441.68 / termination / month

, Direct Trunk Transport Facility:

a) DS1

b) DS3

$ 12. 92 / mile / month

$104.29 / mile / month

3. Non-recurring Installation Charge $ 404. O0 / order

B. Transit Traffic Rate: [MCI STILL REVIEWING LATE PROVIDED PRICING]
$ O.O07/min.

C. General Charges:

1. Service Order (I_,SR)

request

2. Service Order Cancellation Charge

3. Expedited Due Date

4. Order Change Charge
5. Technical Labor

Install & Repair Technician:

Basic Time (normally scheduled hours)

Overtime (outside normally schld hrs on schld work day)

Premium Time (omside of scheduled work day)

$15.00/28.00 /

$ 0.00/32.00 / request

$ 32.00 / request

$ 5.00__._/32.00/ request

$19.28 / % hr

$28.93 / ½ hr

$38.57 / ½ hr

°

Central Office Teclmician:

Basic Time (normally scheduled hours)

Overtime (outside normally schld hrs on schld work day)

Premium Time (outside of scheduled work day)

Rates and Charges for LNP Coordinated

Hot Cut (CHC) $ ICB

$19.55 / ½ hr

$29.32 / ½ hr

$39.09 / % hr

3/17/2005 2 MCI - Farmers Interconnection Agreement



Pricing Attachment

D. Reci rocal Com ensation Rate $0.0007

3/I 7/2005 MCI —Farmers Interconnection Agreement

D. Reciprocal Compensation Rate

Pricing Attachment

$0.0007

3/17/2005 3 MCI - Farmers Interconnection Agreement
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Pricing Attachment

Pricing for Hargray Telephone Company, Inc.

General. The rates contained in this Pricing Attachment are the rates as referenced in the

various sections on the Interconnection Agreement and are subject to change as a result

of filings with state and federal Commission rulings and proceedings, including but not

limited to, any generic proceeding to determine ILEC's unrecovered costs, the

establishment of a competitively neutral universal service system, or any appeal or other

litigation.

A. Transport Rate: [MCI STILL REVIEWING LATE PROVIDED PRICING]

Direct Trunked Transport Termination:

a) DSI
b) DS3

$57.24 I termination I month

$549.62 / termination Imonth

2. Direct Trunked Transport Facility:

a) DSl
b) DS3

$13..92 I mile / month

$133.65 / mile I month

3. Non-recurring Installation Charge $404.00/ order

8. Transit Traffic Rate: t'MCI STILL REVIEWING LATE PROVIDED PRICING]
$0.006 / min.

C. General Charges:

$ l5.00/22. 00 /

$00.00/35.00 / request
$3S.00 / day
$55.00/35.00 / request

$19.29 / '/2 hr

$28.93 / '/2 hr

$38 S7/'/2hr

1. Service Order (LSR)
request

2. Service Order Cancellation Charge

3. Expedited Due Date
4. Order Change Charge

5. Technical Labor-
Install k Re air Technician:
Basic Time (normally scheduled hours)

Overtime (outside normally schld hrs on schld work day)
Premium Time (outside of scheduled work day)

$ICB

Central Office Technician:
Basic Time (normally scheduled hours)
Overtime (outside normally schld hrs on schld work day)
Premium Time (outside of scheduled work day)

6. Rates and Charges for LNP Coordinated

Hot Cut (CHC)

$19.SS / '/2 hr

$29.32 / '/2 hr

$39 09 / '/2 hr

3/17/2005 MCI —Hargray Interconnection Agreement

Pricing Attachment

Pricing for Hargray Telephone Company, Inc.

General. The rates contained in this Pricing Attachment are the rates as referenced in the

various sections on the Intercom_ection Agreement and are subject to change as a result

of filings with state and federal Commission rulings and proceedings, including but not

limited to, any generic proceeding to determine ILEC's unrecovered costs, the

establishment of a competitively neutral universal service system, or any appeal or other

litigation.

A. Transport Rate." [MCI STILL REVIEWING LATE PROVIDED PRICING]

Direct Trunked Transport Termination:

a) DS1

b) DS3

$ 57.24 / termination / month

$ 549. 62 / termination / month

. Direct Trunked Transport Facility."

a) DS1

b) DS3

$13.92 / mile / month

$133_65 mile/month

3, Non-recurring Installation Charge $ 404. O0 / order

B. Transit Traffic Rate." [MCI STILL REVIEWING LATE PROVIDED PRICING]
$ O.006 / rain.

C. General Charges:

1. Service Order (LSR)

request

2. Service Order Cancellation Charge

3. Expedited Due Date

4. Order Change Charge

5. Technical Labor -

Install & Repair Technician:

Basic Time (normally scheduled hours)

Overtime (outside normally schld hrs on schld work day)

Premium Time (outside of scheduled work day)

$15.00/22.00 /

$ 0.00_.__/35.00/ request

$ 35.00 / day

$ 5.0_.._0/35.00 / request

$19.29 / ½ In"

$28.93 / ½ hr

$38.57 / % hr

.

Central Office Technician:

Basic Time (normally scheduled hours)

Overtime (outside normally schld hrs on schld work day)

Premium Time (outside of scheduled work day)

Rates and Charges for LNP Coordinated

Hot Cut (CHC) $ ICB

$19.55 / ½hr

$29.32 / ½ hr

$39.09 / ½ hr

3/17/2005 2 MCI - Hargray Interconnection Agreement



Pricing Attachment

D. Reci rocal Com ensation Rate $0.0007lmin

3/I 7/2005 MCI —Hargray Interconnection Agreement

D. Reciprocal Compensation Rate

Pricing Attachment

$O.O007/min

3/17/2005 3 MCI - Hargray Interconnection Agreement
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Pricing Attachment

Pricing for Home Telephone Company, Inc.

General. The rates contained in this Pricing Attachment are the rates as referenced in the

various sections on the Interconnection Agreement and are subject to change as a result

of filings with state and federal Commission rulings and proceedings, including but not

limited to, any generic proceeding to determine ILEC's unrecovered costs, the

establishment of a competitively neutral universal service system, or any appeal or other

litigation.

A. Transport Rate: [MCI STILL REVIEWING LATE PROVIED PRICING]

Direct Trunk Transport Termination:

a) DS1
b) DS3

$73.5 7 / termination / month

$420.81 / termination / month

2. Direct Trunk Transport Facility:
a) DSl
b) DS3

$14.16/ mile / month

$103.26/mile /month

3. Non-recurring Installation Charge $ -'/04. 00/ order

8. Transit Traffic Rate: [MCI STILL REVIEWING LATE PROVIDED PRICINGj
$0.005 / min.

C. General Charges:

$ 15.00/22. 00 /

$00.00/35. 00 / request
$35.00 / request
$55.00/35. 00 / request

1. Service Order (LSR)
request

2. Service Order Cancellation Charge
3. Expedited Due Date
4. Order Change Charge
5. Technical Labor

Install & Re air Technician:
Basic Time (normally scheduled hours) $18.13 / '/2 hr

Overtime (outside normally schld hrs on schld work day) $27.20 / '/2 hr

Premium Time (outside of scheduled work day) $36.26/ '/2 hr

$ ICB

Central Office Technician:
Basic Time (normally scheduled hours)
Overtime (outside normally schld hrs on schld work day)
Premium Time (outside of scheduled work day)

6. Rates and Charges for LNP Coordinated
Hot Cut (CHC)

$18.52 / '/2 hr
$27.77 / '/2 hr

$36.26 / '/2 hr

,3/17/2005 MCI —Home Interconnection Agreement

Pricing Attachment

Pricing for Home Telephone Company, Inc.

General. The rates contained in this Pricing Attachment are the rates as referenced in the

various sections on the Interconnection Agreement and are subject to change as a result

of filings with state and federal Commission rulings and proceedings, including but not

limited to, any generic proceeding to determine ILEC's unrecovered costs, the

establishment of a competitively neutral tmiversal service system, or any appeal or other

litigation.

A. Transport Rate: [MCI STILL REVIEWING LATE PROVIED PRICING]

.

.

Direct Trunk Transport Termination."

a) DS1

b) DS3

Direct Trunk Transport Facility."

a) DS1

b) DS3

3. Non-recurring Installation Charge

$ 73.57 / termination / month

$ 420. 81 / termination / month

$ 14.16milemonth

$103.26 / mile / month

$ 404. O0 / order

B. Transit Traffic Rate." [MCI STILL REVIEWING LATE PROVIDED PRICING]
$ O.005 /min.

C. General Charges:

1. Service Order (LSR)

request
2. Service Order Cancellation Charge

3. Expedited Due Date

4. Order Change Charge

5. Technical Labor

Install & Repair Technician:

Basic Time (normally scheduled hours)

Overtime (outside normally schld hrs on schld work day)

Premium Time (outside of scheduled work day)

$15.00/22.00 /

$ 0.00/35.00 / request

$ 35.00 / request

$ 5.00/35.00 ! request

$18.13 / ½hr

$27.20 / ½ hr

$36.26 / ½ hr

.

Central Office Technician:

Basic Time (normally scheduled hours)

Overtime (outside normally schld hrs on schld work day)

Premium Time (outside of scheduled work day)

Rates and Charges for LNP Coordinated

Hot Cut (CHC) $ ICB

$18.52 / ½hr

$27.77 / ½ hr

$36.26 / ½ hr

3/17/2005 2 MCI - Home Interconnection Agreement



Pricing Attachment

D. Reci rocal Corn ensation Rate $0.0007/~in

3/17/2005 MCI —Home Interconnection Agreement

D_._.Reciprocal Compensation Rate

Pricing Attachment

$O.O007/min

3/17/2005 3 MCI - Home Interconnection Agreement
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Pricing Attachment

PBT Telecom, Inc.

Pricing Attachment
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Pricing Attachment

Pricing for PBT Telecom, Inc.

General. The rates contained in this Pricing Attachment are the rates as referenced in the
various sections on the Interconnection Agreement and are subject to change as a result
of filings with state and federal Commission rulings and proceedings, including but not
limited to, any generic proceeding to determine ILEC's unrecovered costs, the
establishment of a competitively neutral universal service system, or any appeal or other
litigation.

A. Transport Rate: [MCI STILL REVIEWING LATE PROVIDED PRICING]

1. Direct Trunk Transport Termination:

a) DSI
li) DS3

$98.96I termination Imonth
$551.16/ termination/ month

2. Direct Trunk Transport Facility:
a) DS1
b) DS3

$20.07 Imile Imonth
$138.1 7 / mile Imonth

3. Non-recurring Installation Charge $ -'f04. 00/order

B. Transit Traffic Rate: [MCI STILL REVIEWING LATE PROVIDED PRICING]
$0.005 /min.

C. General Charges:

$15.00/23. 00 /

$00.00/35.00 / request
$35.00 / request
$55.00/35.00 / request

1. Service Order (LSR)
request

2. Service Order Cancellation Charge
3. Expedited Due Date
4. Order Change Charge
5. Technical Labor

Basic Time (normally scheduled hours) $23.31 / '/2 hr
Overtime (outside normally schld hrs on schld work day) $34.97 / '/2 hl
Premium Time (outside of scheduled work day) $46.63 / '/2 hr

$ ICB

Central Office Technician:
Basic Time (normally scheduled hours)
Overtime (outside normally schld hrs on schld work day)
Premium Time (outside of scheduled work day)

6. Rates and Charges for LNP Coordinated
Hot Cut (CHC)

$23.21 / '/2 hr
$34.81 / '/2 hr
$46.41 / '/2 hr

3/17/2005 MCI —PBT Interconnection Agreement

Pricing Attachment

Pricing for PBT Telecom, Inc.

General. The rates contained in this Pricing Attachment are the rates as referenced in the

various sections on the Interconnection Agreement and are subject to change as a result

of filings with state and federal Commission rulings and proceedings, including but not

limited to, any generic proceeding to determine ILEC's unrecovered costs, the

establishment of a competitively neutral universal service system, or any appeal or other

litigation.

A. Transport Rate." [MCI STILL REVIEWING LATE PROVIDED PRICING]

. Direct Trunk Transport Termination."

a) DS1

b) DS3

$ 98. 96 / termination / month

$ 551.16 / termination/month

. Direct Trunk Transport Facility."

a) DS1

b) DS3

$ 20.07mile/month

$138,17 / mile / month

3, Non-recurring Installation Charge $ 404. O0 / order

B. Transit Traffic Rate." [MCI STILL REVIEWING LATE PROVIDED PRICING]
$ O.005 / min.

C. General Charges:

1. Service Order (LSR)

request

2. Service Order Cancellation Charge

3. Expedited Due Date

4. Order Change Charge
5. Technical Labor

Install & Repair Technician:

Basic Time (normally scheduled hours)

Overtime (outside normally schld hrs on schld work day)

Premium Time (outside of scheduled work day)

$15.00/23.00 /

$ 0.0._..00/35.00/ request

$ 35.00 / request

$ 5.00____/35.00/ request

$23.31 / ½ hr

$34.97 / ½ hr

$46.63 / ½ hr

.

Central Office Technician:

Basic Time (normally scheduled hours)

Overtime (outside normally schld hrs on schld work day)

Premium Time (outside of scheduled work day)

Rates and Charges for LNP Coordinated

Hot Cut (CHC) $ ICB

$23.21 / ½ hr

$34.81 / ½hr

$46.41 / ½ hr

3/17/2005 2 MCI - PBT Interconnection Agreement



Pricing Attachment

D. Reci I'peal Com ensation Rate $0.0007lmin

3/17/2005 MCI —PBT Interconnection Agreement

D. Reciprocal Compensation Rate

Pricing Attachment

$O.O007/min

3/17/2005 3 MCI - PBT Interconnection Agreement
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ARBITRATION —SC ITCs —MCI
ISSUES/OPEN ITEMS MATRIX

Is
s

E

S

C

T
G
T
&
C

Third
Where
as and
1

IJNRESOLVED

ISSUE

Should the
Agreement
state that it is
pursuant only
to the 1996
Telecommuni
cations Act $g
251 (a) and

(b) and 252.?

MCI POSITION

No. More than

these sections
covers the
relationship
between
intel coni'1ecting

carriers. MCI
has proposed
added language
that ensures that

the ITC rural

exemption
rights are not
prejudiced.

SC ITC
POSITION

ITCs
believe that

only the
noted
sections

apply to this
agreement.

MCI VERSION

WHEREAS, the
Parties wish to
interconnect their
facilities and

exchange traffic
specifically for
the purposes of
fulfilling their
obligations
pursuant to the
Telecommunicati
ons Act of 1996
("the Act").ILEC
asserts thatit is

the Act and CLEC
has not re uested

SC ITC
VERSION

WHEREAS, the
Paries wish to
interconnect
their facilities
and exchange
traffic
specifically for
the purposes of
fulfilling their
obligations
pursuant to
Sections 251
(a) and (b),
and 252 of the
Telecommunica
tions Act of
1996 ("the
Act").

lLEC ursuant to
section 251 c. B
enterin into this
A reement ILEC
does not waive its
ri ht to assert that
itis exem t from

and CLEC does
not waiveits ri ht

ILEC is not
~exem t from

e—""""
~exem t ite
exem tion should
be terminated.

Pur ose

Purpose

The Parties
agree that the
rates, terms and
conditions
contained
within this
Agreement,
including all
Attachments,
comply and
conform with
each Parties'
obligations
under Sections
251 (a) 8r, (b),
and 252 of the
fttt t

ARBITRATION--SC ITCs - MCI

ISSUES/OPEN ITEMS MATRIX

IS. S
if!iSiil¸ i!!ii_?!ii(

'?_i_, ,_' __, =_,_,_,_i_'@ii_

1 G

T

&

C

Third

Where

as and

1

Should the

Agreement
state that it is

pursuant only
to the 1996

Telecommuni

cations Act §§

251 (a) and

(b) and 252.?

No. More than

these sections

covers the

relationship
between

interconnecting
carl'iers. MCI

has proposed

added language
that ensures that

the ITC rural

exemption

rights are not

prejudiced.

ITCs

believe that

only the
noted

sections

apply to this

agreement.

WHEREAS, the

Parties wish to

interconnect their

facilities and

exchange traffic

specifically for

the purposes of

fulfilling their

obligations

pursuant to the
Telecommunicati

ons Act of 1996

("the Act").ILEC
asserts that it is
exempt from the

provisions of
section 251(c) of

the Act, and CLEC
has not requested

anything from
ILEC pursuant to

section 251(c). By
entering into this

Agreement, ILEC
does not waive its

right to assert that
it is exempt from

section 251(c),
and CLEC does

not waive its right
to assert that 1)
ILEC is not

exempt from

section 251(c), or

2) that if ILEC is
exempt, its

exemption should
be terminated.

Purpose

WHEREAS, the

Parties wish to

interconnect

their facilities

and exchange
traffic

specifically for

the purposes of

fulfilling their

obligations

pursuant to
Sections 251

(a) and (b),
and 252 of the

Telecommunica

tions Act of

1996 ("the

Act").

Purpose

The Parties

agree that the

rates, terms and

conditions

contained

within this

Agreement,

including all

Attachments,

comply and
conform with

each Parties'

obligations
under Sections

251 (a) & (b),
and 252 of the
A,-f



Is
s
U

K

UNRESOLVED

ISSUE
MCI POSITION SC ITC

POSITION
MCI VERSION SC ITC

VERSION

2 6
T
k
C

3.3.1

26
How much
time should
the party
receiving a
default notice
for non-

payment have
to cure
problem and
how should
they be
notified?

Because the
problem often
may be non-

receipt of a
paper bill, MCI
needs an
emailed or
faxed copy of
the bill to
accompany an
emailed notice
(another letter
may go to the
wrong location
again) and it
needs 30 days
to respond.
Even with 30
days MCI
would not be
able to enter the

paper bill in its
audit systems,
and barely have
time to gain
approvals and

processing of
emergency

ITCs
believe 10
days written
notice
should be
adequate
time to
respond to a
written
notice.

The Parties agree
that the rates,
terms and

conditions
contained within
this Agreement,
including all

Attaclmnents,

comply and
conform with
each Paities'
obligations under
the Act.

Notwithstanding
the above, ILEC
may terminate
this Agreement if
CLEC is more
than 30 days past
due on any
undisputed

payment
obligation under
this Agreement;
provided that
ILEC notifies
CLEC of such
default and CLEC
does not cure the
default within

3 * f
receipt of an
emniled notice to
jrerson

contract to
* *i *brr

bill attaclsed or

Act.

Notwithstandin

g the above,
ILEC may
teiTninate this
Agreement if
CLEC is more
than 30 days
past due on any
undisputed

payment
obligation under
this Agreement;
provided that
ILEC notifies
CLEC of such
default and
CLEC does not
cure the default
within ten (10)
days of receipt
of written
notice thereof

Also add to
Notices Section:

Billing Notices

2 G 3.3.1

T 26

&

C

How much

time should

the party

receiving a
default notice

for non-

payment have

to cure

problem and
how should

they be
notified?

Because the

problem often

may be non-

receipt of a

paper bill, MCI
needs an

emailed or

faxed copy of
the bill to

accompany an
emailed notice

(another letter

may go to the

wrong location

again) and it

needs 30 days

to respond.
Even with 30

days MCI
would not be

able to enter the

paper bill in its

audit systems,

and barely have

time to gain

approvals and

processing of

emergency

ITCs

believe 10

days written
notice

should be

adequate
time to

respond to a
written

notice.

The Parties agree

that the rates,

terms and

conditions

contained within

this Agreement,

including all

Attachments,

comply and
conform with

each Parties'

obligations under
the Act.

Notwithstanding

the above, ILEC

may terminate

this Agreement if
CLEC is more

than 30 days past

due on any

undisputed

payment

obligation under

this Agreement;

provided that
ILEC notifies

CLEC of such

default and CLEC

does not cure the

default within

thirt_ (30) days of

receipt of an

emailed notice to

person

designated in
contract to

receive billing

default notices

with a copy of the
bill attached or

Act.

Notwithstandin

g the above,

ILEC may
telxninate this

Agreement if
CLEC is more

than 30 days

past due on any

undisputed

payment

obligation under

this Agreement;

provided that
ILEC notifies

CLEC of such

default and

CLEC does not

cure the default

within ten (10)

days of receipt
of written

notice thereof

Also add to

Notices Section:

Billing Notices



ls
s
U

S
E
C

T

UNRESOLVED

ISSUE
MCI POSITION

payment. .

SC ITC
POSITION

MCI VERSION

timenco o the
bill would be

Also add to
Notices Section:

Billing Notices
for nonpayment
should be emailed
alon with co
C~bi»

SC ITC
VERSION

for nonpayment
should be sent
to:
Earl Hurter
Sr. Manager
Line Cost
Management
312-260-3599
Fax: 312-470-
5611
email:
earl. hurter@mci
.Com

Earl Hurter
Sr. Manager
Line Cost
Management
312-260-3599
Fax: 312-470-
5611
email:
earl. hurter@mci. c
om

G
T

C

Should
companies be
required to
provide JIP
(Jurisdiction
Information
Parameter)
information?

No. This is not
a mandatory
field. No other
ILEC has asked
that MCI
provide this
information, let
alone on 90% of
calls. The
National
Information
Industry Forum

SC ITCs
believe this
information
is necessary
to establish
the
jurisdiction
of calls. .

The Parties shall
each perform
traffic recording
and identification
functions
necessary to
provide the
services
contemplated
hereunder. Each
Party shall

calculate

The Parties
shall each
perform traffic
recording and
identification
functions
necessary to
provide the
services
contemplated
hereunder.
Each Party shall

payment.. specifying the

time a copy of the
bill would be

separatelF faxed.

Also add to

Notices Section:

Billing Notices

for nonpayment
should be emailed

along with copF

of bill at issue

(either emailed or

.fared at same

time as email) to:
Earl Hurter

Sr. Manager
Line Cost

Management
312-260-3599

Fax: 312-470-

5611

email:

earl.hurter@mci.c
om

for nonpayment
should be sent

to:

Earl Hurter

Sr. Manager
Line Cost

Management
312-260-3599

Fax: 312-470-

5611

email:

earl.hurter@mci

.corn

4

1

G 9.5

T

&

C

Should

companies be

required to

provide JIP

(Jurisdiction
Information

Parameter)
information?

No. This is not

a mandatory
field. No other

II, EC has asked

that MCI

provide this

information, let
alone on 90% of

calls. The

National

Information

Industry Forum
• . .,_11 .1 •

SC ITCs

believe this

information

is necessary
to establish

the

jurisdiction
of calls..

The Parties shall

each perform

traffic recording
and identification

functions

necessary to

provide the
services

contemplated
hereunder. Each

Party shall
calculate

The Parties

shall each

perform traffic

recording and
identification

functions

necessary to

provide the
services

contemplated
hereunder.

Each Party shall
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is still working
on rules for
carriers
choosing to
populate this
field for VOIP
traffic and
wireless
carriers. The
revised
instructions for
landline carriers
was only
released in
December.
MCI does not
oppose putting
"OR" as a
condition of
providing this
or CPN on
calls. But there
is only a legal
mandate to
provide CPN
currently.

terminating
duration of
minutes used
based on standard
automatic
message
accounting
records made
within each
Party's network.
The records shall

contain the
information to
properly assess
the jurisdiction of
the call including
ANI or service
provider
information
necessary to
identify the
originating

company,
including
originating
signaling
information. The
Parties shall each
use commercially
reasonable
efforts, to provide
these records
monthly, but in
no event later
than thirty (30)
days after
generation of the
usage data.

calculate
terminating
duration of
minutes used
based on
standard
automatic
message
accounting
records made
within each
Party's network.
The records
shall contain the
information to
properly assess
the jurisdiction
of the call
including ANI
or service
provider
information
necessary to
identify the
originating

company,
including the
JIP and
originating
signaling
information.
The Parties
shall each use
commercially
reasonable
efforts, to
provide these
records
monthly, but in
no event later
than thirty (30)
days after

is still working
on rulesfor
carriers
choosingto
populatethis
field for VOIP
traffic and
wireless
carriers.The
revised
instructionsfor
landlinecarriers
wasonly
releasedin
December.
MCI doesnot
opposeputting
"OR" asa
conditionof
providingthis
or CPNon
calls. But there
is only a legal
mandateto
provideCPN
currently.

terminating
durationof
minutesused
basedonstandard
antomatic
message
accounting
recordsmade
within each
Party'snetwork.
Therecordsshall
containthe
informationto
properlyassess
thejurisdiction of
thecall including
ANI or service
provider
information
necessaryto
identify the
originating
company,
including
originating
signaling
information.The
Partiesshalleach
usecommercially
reasonable
efforts,to provide
theserecords
monthly,but in
noeventlater
thanthirty (30)
daysafter
generationof the
usagedata.

calculate
terminating
durationof
minutesused
basedon
standard
automatic
message
accounting
recordsmade
within each
Party'snetwork.
Therecords
shallcontainthe
informationto
properlyassess
thejurisdiction
of thecall
includingANI
or service

provider
information

necessary to

identify the

originating

company,

including the
JIP and

originating

signaling
information.

The Parties

shall each use

commercially
reasonable

efforts, to

provide these
records

monthly, but in
no event later

than thirty (30)

days after
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generation of
the usage data.

4 G
T
&
C

13.3.1 Should parties
be required to
keep
pl ovldlng
service to one
another

during dispute
resolution
over payment
for service?

Yes. MCI
believes that
ITCs should not
be able to
disrupt service
to customers
during the
pendency of a
dispute over
billing as this
language would
allow. ITCs
should be
allowed to
discontinue
service only if
MCI loses the
dispute and

payment is not
being made.
MCI does not
believe that
even paying
into escrow
account is
appropriate
when a payment
dispute is
active. ITCs can
petition state
commission to
discontinue
service and

disrupt end
users if MCI is
viewed as
abusing dispute
process to not

ITCs would

agree if
MCI would

pay into
escrow
account
during

dispute. But
they still
believe they
should be
able to cut
off service
during a
billing
dispute.

Continuous
Service. The
Parties shall
continue

providmg
services to each
other during the
pendency of any
dispute
resolution
procedure and
the Parties shall
continue to
perform their
payment
obligations
including making
payments in
accordance with
this Agreement.

Continuous
Service. The
Parties shall
continue

providing
services to
each other
during the
pendency of
any dispute
resolution
procedure
(other than a
dispute
related to
payment for
service), and
the Parties
shall continue
to perform
their payment
obligations
including
making
payments in
accordance
with this

Agreement.

generationof
theusagedata.

4 G 13.3.1
T
&
C

Shouldparties
berequiredto
keep
providing
serviceto one
another
duringdispute
resolution
overpayment
for service?

Yes.MCI
believesthat
ITCsshouldnot
beableto
disruptservice
to customers
duringthe
pendencyof a
disputeover
billing asthis
languagewould
allow. ITCs
shouldbe
allowedto
discontinue
serviceonly if
MCI losesthe
disputeand
paymentis not
beingmade.
MCI doesnot
believethat
evenpaying
into escrow
accountis
appropriate
whenapayment
disputeis
active.ITCscan
petitionstate
commissionto
discontinue
serviceand
disruptend
usersif MCI is
viewedas
abusingdispute
processto not

ITCswould
agreeif
MCI would
pay into
escrow
account
during
dispute.But
theystill
believethey
shouldbe
ableto cut
off service
duringa
billing
dispute.

Continuous

Service. The

Parties shall

continue

providing
services to each

other during the

pendency of any

dispute
resolution

procedure and
the Parties shall

continue to

perform their

payment

obligations

including making

payments in
accordance with

this Agreement.

Continuous

Service. The

Parties shall

continue

providing
services to

each other

during the

pendency of

any dispute
resolution

procedure

(other than a

dispute
related to

payment for

service), and
the Parties

shall continue

to perform

their payment

obligations

including

making

payments in
accordance

with this

Agreement.
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G
T
k
C

G
T

22,2-
22.4

Gloss.
2.19

Should the
parties'
liability to
each other be
limited, and

should they
indemnify
each other for
certain
claims?
(GTk,C,
sections 22.2-
22.4)

Should End
User
Customer be

MCI believes
that requiring
escrow
payments of
disputed
amounts is a
burden it should
not have to bear
if the ILEC is
wrongfully or
inaccurately
billing it. The
dispute process
can take a great
deal of time in
reaching a
resolution and
MCI cannot
agree to pay
monies out that
it does not
believe it owes.
No. Neither

party should
escape liability
for wrongs it
commits in the
eyes of the law. .

No. End User
Customers may
be directly or

Yes. Such
limitation of
liability
should be
for their
customer' s
actions, for
their own
intentional

torts, and

for their
own gross
negligence
and willful

m1sconduc t.

MCI must
be providing
service

A retail business
or residential end-

user subscriber to

All of sections
22.2-22.4

A retail
business or
residential end-

paybills.

G
T
&
C

Shouldthe
parties'
liability to
eachotherbe
limited, and
shouldthey
indemnify
eachotherfor
certain
claims?
(GT&C,
sections22.2-
22.4)

G
T
&

Gloss.
2.19

ShouldEnd
User
Customerbe

MCI believes
thatrequiring
escrow
paymentsof
disputed
amountsis a
burdenit should
not haveto bear
if theILEC is
wrongfully or
inaccurately
billing it. The
disputeprocess
cantakeagreat
dealof timein
reachinga
resolutionand
MCI cannot
agreeto pay
moniesout that
it doesnot
believeit owes.
No. Neither
partyshould
escapeliability
for wrongsit
commitsin the
eyesof the law..

Yes. Such
limitationof
liability
shouldbe
for their
customer's
actions,for
their own
intentional
torts,and
for their
own gross
negligence
andwillful
misconduct.

No. EndUser
Customersmay
bedirectlyor

MCI must
beproviding
service

A retail business
or residentialend-
usersubscriberto

All of sections
22.2-22.4

A retail
businessor
residentialend-
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Gloss
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IJNRESOI VED

ISSUE

defined as

only the End
User directly
served by the
Parties to the
contract?

Does the
contract need
a definition of
Internet
Protocol
Connection?

MCI POSmON

indirectly
served. The
Act expressly
permits either
direct or
indirect service.
(See Issue
10(a».

No. MCI is
proposing to
eliminate the
VoIP
discussions m
the
interconnection
attachment that
references this
definition
developed by
SC ITCs and
not from any
FCC order or
industry
standards
document.

SC ITC
POSITION

directly to
End Users

physically
located in
the LATA.
No law says
ITCs cannot
limit
interconnect
ion
agreements
to non-

wholesale
arrangement
s.
(See Issue

10(b)
Yes. This
definition is
needed as
ITCs want
to retain
VoIP
language
and tllis
describes
where they
believe the
ISP traffic is
originated
and

teiminated.

MCI VERSION

Telephone
Exchange Service
provided directly
o~riradirecil by
either of the
Parties.

(Delete definition
of Internet
Protocol
Connection)

SC ITC
VERSION

user subscriber
to Telephone
Exchange
Service
provided
directly by
either of the
Parties.

INTERNET
PROTOCOL
CONNECTION
(IPC).

The IPC is the
connection
between the
ISP and the
customer
where end user
information is
originated or
terminated
utilizing
internet
protocol.

G
T

C

Gloss
2.27

Is ISP traffic
in the SC or
FCC's
jurisdiction in
terms of
determining

See Issue 1 (b)
(Interconnectio
n). ISP traffic is
in the FCC's
jurisdiction and

subject to

See Issue 1

(b)
(Interconnec
tion)

The SC

INTRALATA
TRAFFIC
Telecommunicati
ons traffic that

originates and
terminates in the

INTRALATA
TRAFFIC
Telecommunica
tions traffic that
originates and
terminates in

C

G Gloss
T 2.28
&
C

definedas
only theEnd
Userdirectly
servedby the
Partiesto the
contract?

indirectly
served.The
Act expressly
permitseither
director
indirectservice.
(SeeIssue
10(a)).

Doesthe
contractneed
adefinitionof
Internet
Protocol
Connection?

No. MCI is
proposingto
eliminatethe
VoIP
discussionsin
the
interconnection
attachmentthat
referencesthis
definition
developedby
SCITCsand
not from any
FCCorderor
industry
standards
document.

directlyto
EndUsers
physically
locatedin
theLATA.
No law says
ITCscannot
limit
interconnect
ion
agreements
to non-
wholesale
arrangement
S.

(See Issue

lO(b)

Telephone

Exchange Service

provided directly

or hldirectlv by
either of the

Parties.

Yes. This

definition is

needed as

ITCs want

to retain

VoIP

language
and this

describes

where they
believe the

ISP traffic is

originated
and

terminated.

(Delete definition
of Internet

Protocol

Connection)

user subscriber

to Telephone

Exchange
Service

provided

directly by
either of the

Parties.

INTERNET

PROTOCOL

CONNECTION

(IPC).

The IPC is the

connection

between the

ISP and the

customer

where end user

information is

originated or
terminated

utilizing
internet

protocol.

G Gloss

T 2.27

&

C

Is ISP traffic

in the SC or

FCC's

jurisdiction in
terms of

determining

See Issue 1 (b)

(Interconnectio

n). ISP traffic is
in the FCC's

jurisdiction and

subject to

See Issue 1

(b)
(Interconnec

tion)

The SC

INTRALATA

TRAFFIC

Telecommunicati

ons traffic that

originates and
temainates in the

INTRALATA

TRAFFIC

Telecommunica

tions traffic that

originates and
terminates in
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2.30

2.36

compensation
when FX
service is
subscribed to
by the ISP?

reciprocal
compensation
treatment
pursuant to its
ISP remand
order as
amended by the
CoreCom
decision. The
Texas PUC
recently
clarified that its
order applying
access charges
to CLEC FX
traffic only
applied to non-

ISP traffic and
that the FCC's
ISP remand
order applies to
ISP traffic.
Even if a state
says access
charges apply to
customers based
on physical
location that
does not give
the state
jurisdiction over
ISP traffic?
While MCI
believes that it
is

discriminatory
to allow ILECs
to rate their FX
traffic as local
but CLECs are
not allowed to
do the same, it

PSC's
orders cover
ISP-bound
traffic in

saying
access
charges

apply to
virtual NXX
traffic, ISP
traffic
should be
based on the
physical
location of
the
customer
otherwise
access
charges

~ppl~

same LATA,
including but not
limited to
IntraLATA toll,
ISP bound and
Local/EAS. ISP

be rated based on
the ori inatin

NPA-NXX

ISP-BOUND
TRAFFIC

ISP-Bound
Traffic means
traffic that
originates from or
is directed, either
directly or
indirectly, to or
through an
information
service provider
or Internet service
provider (ISP)
t~ttatma be

h sicall located
in the Local/EAS
a~rea o ttte

User Customer or

FXservice rom
the CLEC. The
FCC has

s~llcll tra Ic

the same
LATA,
including but
not limited to
IntraLATA toll,
ISP bound and
Local/EAS.

ISP-BOIJND
TRAFFIC

ISP-Bound
Traffic means
traffic that
originates from
or is directed,
either directly
or indirectly, to
or through an
information
service provider
or Internet
service provider
(ISP) who is

physically
located in an
exchange
within the
Local/KAS
area of the
originating
Knd User
Customer.
Traffic
originated
from, directed
to or through

2.30

2.36

compensation
whenFX
serviceis
subscribedto
bytheISP?

reciprocal
compensation
treatment
pursuantto its
ISPremand
orderas
amendedby the
CoreCom
decision.Tile
TexasPUC
recently
clarified thatits
orderapplying
accesscharges
to CLECFX
traffic only
appliedto non-
ISPtraffic and
thattheFCC's
ISPremand
orderappliesto
ISPtraffic.
Evenif astate
saysaccess
chargesapply to
customersbased
onphysical
locationthat
doesnotgive
thestate
jurisdiction over
ISPtraffic?
While MCI
believesthatit
is
discriminatory
to allow ILECs
to ratetheir FX
traffic aslocal
but CLECsare
not allowedto
do thesame,it

PSC's
orderscover
ISP-bound
traffic in
saying
access
charges
applyto
virtual NXX
traffic. ISP
traffic
shouldbe
basedon the
physical
locationof
the
customer
otherwise
access
charges
apply.

sameLATA,
includingbutnot
limitedto
IntraLATA toll,
ISPboundand
Local/EAS. ISP

bound traffic will
be rated based on

the originating

and terminating
NPA-NXX.

ISP-BOUND

TRAFFIC

ISP-Bound

Traffic means

traffic that

originates from or

is directed, either

directly or

indirectly, to or

through an
information

service provider
or Internet service

provider (ISP)

that may be

phvsicallF located
in the Loeal/EAS

area of the

originating End
User Customer or

has purchased

FX service from
the CLEC. The

FCC has

iurisdiction over

ISP traffic and

sets the rules for

compensation for

such traffic

the same

LATA,

including but
not limited to

IntraLATA toll,
ISP bound and

Local/EAS.

ISP-BOUND

TRAFFIC

ISP-Bound

Traffic means

traffic that

originates from

or is directed,

either directly

or indirectly, to

or through an
information

service provider
or Internet

service provider

(ISP) who is

physically
located in an

exchange
within the

Local/EAS

area of the

originating
End User

Customer.

Traffic

originated

from, directed

to or through



ls
s

S
E

T

IJNRESOLVED

ISSUE
MCI POSITION

will not fight
this issue for
other than ISP
traffic in light
of SC's earlier
rulings.
However, it
reserves the

right to have its
FX services (so-
called vivNXX
services) rated
as local if the
FCC preempts
the subset of
states that have
inconsistent
rulings on the
rating of CLEC
FX services. .

SC ITC
POSITION

MCI VERSION

LOCAL/EAS
TRAFFIC

Any call that
originates from an
End User
Customer

physically located
in one exchange
and terminates to
an End User
Customer
physically located
in either the same
exchange or other
mandatory local
calling area
associated with
the originating
End User
Customer' s
exchange as
defined and

specified in
ILEC's tariff.

on local
interconnection
trunks but will be
rated based on

and terminatin
N~PA XXX-

SC ITC
VERSrON

an ISP
physically
located outside
the originating
Knd IJser
Customer' s
Local/KAS
area will be
considered
switched toll
traffic and
subject to
access charges.

LOCAL/EAS
TRAFFIC

Any call that

originates from
an End User
Customer
physically
located in one
exchange and
terminates to an
End User
Customer
physically
locted in either
the same
exchange or
other mandatory
local calling
area associated
with the
originating End
User
Customer' s
exchange as
defined and

specified in

will not fight
this issue for

other than ISP

traffic in light
of SC's earlier

rulings.

However, it
reserves the

right to have its

FX services (so-
called vivNXX

services) rated
as local if the

FCC preempts
the subset of

states that have

inconsistent

rulings on the

rating of CLEC
FX services..

LOCAL/EAS

TRAFFIC

Any call that

originates from an
End User

Customer

physically located

in one exchange
and terminates to

an End User

Customer

physically located
in either the same

exchange or other

mandatory local

calling area
associated with

the originating
End User

Customer' s

exchange as
defined and

specified in
ILEC's tariff.

ISP-bound traffic

may be carried
on local

interconnection

trunks but will be

rated based on

the originating

and terminating

NPA-NXX)

an ISP

physically
located outside

the originating
End User

Customer's

Local_AS

area will be

considered

switched toll

traffic and

subject to

access charges.

LOCAL/EAS

TRAFFIC

Any call that

originates from
an End User

Customer

physically
located in one

exchange and
terminates to an

End User

Customer

physically
locted in either

the same

exchange or

other mandatory

local calling
area associated

with the

originating End
User

Customer' s

exchange as
defined and

specified in
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T
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2.46 Should the
contract
define VoIP
and provide
for special
treatment of
VoIP traffic?

MCI is
providing
telecommunicat
ions services
under this
contract and

plans to treat all
but ISP traffic
carried on its
network the
same way in
terms of rating
traffic based on
the physical
location of the
end user. There
is no need for
the contract to
describe how
VoIP traffic
will be or has
been rated by
the FCC.

SC ITCs
want to
specify in
detail how
VoIP traffic
should be
treated in

this
contract.

(Include no VoIP
definition)

ILEC's tariff.

VOIP OR
IP-
ENABLED
TRAFFIC.

VoIP means
any IP-
enabled,
real-time,
multidirecti
onal voice
call,
including,
but not
limited to,
service that
mimic s
traditional
telephony.
IP-Enabled
Voice
Traffic
includes:
Voice traffic
originating
on Internet
Protocol
Connection
(IPC), and
which
terminates
on the
Public
Switched
Telephone
Network

(PSTN); and
Voice traffic
originated
on the
PSTN, and

i

G 2.46

T

&

C

Should the

contract

define VoIP

and provide

for special
treatment of

VoIP traffic?

MCI is

providing
telecommunicat

ions services

under this

contract and

plans to treat all
but ISP traffic

carried on its

network the

same way in

terms of rating
traffic based on

the physical
location of the

end user. There

is no need for

the contract to

describe how

VoIP traffic

will be or has

been rated by
the FCC.

SC ITCs

want to

specify in
detail how

VoIP traffic

should be

treated in

this

contract.

(Include no VoIP

definition)

ILEC's tariff.

VOIP OR

IP-

ENABLED

TRAFFIC.

VoIP means

any IP-

enabled,

real-time,

multidirecti

onal voice

call,

including,
but not

limited to,
service that

mimics

traditional

telephony.
IP-Enabled

Voice

Traffic

includes:

Voice traffic

originating
on Internet

Protocol

Connection

(IPC), and
which

terminates

on the

Public

Switched

Telephone
Network

(PSTN); and
Voice traffic

originated
on the

PSTN, and



Is
s
U

K

UNRESOLVED

ISSUE
MCI POSITION SC ITC

POSITION
MCI VERsION SC ITC

VERSION

which
terminates
on IPC; and
Voice traffic
originating
on the
PSTN,
which is
transported
tlu ough an
IPC, and
which
ultimately,
terminates
on the
PSTN.

ARBITRATION —SC ITCS —MCI
ISSIJKS/OPEN ITEMS MATRIX

INTERCONNECTION

Sxcx UNRESOLVED

ISSUE
MCI POSITION SC ITC

POSITION
MCI VERsION SC ITC

VERSION

Intercon
neet

Should MCI
have to provide
service (a) only
directly to end
users and (b)
only to End
Users
physically
located in the
same LATA to
be covered by

(a) No. End
User Customers
may also be
indirectly
served by the
Parties through
resale
arrangements.
The Act
requires both
Parties to the

MCI must
be providing
service
directly to
End Users
physically
located in
the LATA.
No law says
ITCs cannot
limit

This
Interconnection
Attachment sets
forth specific
terms and
conditions for
network
interconnection
arrangements
between ILEC
and CLEC for

This
Interconnection
Attachment sets
forth specific
terms and
conditions for
network
interconnection
arrangements
between ILEC
and CLEC for

which
terminates
on IPC;and
Voicetraffic
originating
on the
PSTN,
which is
transported
throughan
IPC,and
which
ultimately,
terminates
onthe
PSTN.

ARBITRATION--SC ITCs - MCI

ISSUES/OPEN ITEMS MATRIX

INTERCONNECTION

hltercon

nect

1.1 Should MCI (a) No. End MCI must This This

have to provide User Customers be providing Interconnection Interconnection

service (a) only may also be service Attachment sets Attachment sets

directly to end indirectly directly to forth specific forth specific
users and (b) served by the End Users terms and terms and

only to End Parties through physically conditions for conditions for

Users resale located in network network

physically arrangements, the LATA. interconnection interconnection

located in the The Act No law says arrangements arrangements
same LATA to requires both ITCs cannot between ILEC between ILEC

be covered by Parties to the limit and CLEC for and CLEC for
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this agreement? contract to
allow resale.
The same
"directly or
indirectly"
language is
used in section
2.22 of ITCs'
model contract
for defining
interexchange
customers. The
ILECs thus do
not attempt to
limit the resale
ability of IXCs,
and there is no
reason why they
should try to do
so regarding
local exchange.

(b) No. ISP
traffic is under
the FCC's
jurisdiction, and
it never said its
ISP recip
compensation
orders do not

apply to FX
traffic. FX/ISP
provider
customers do
not have to be
physically
located in the
LATA to be
treated the same
as voice traffic.
The FCC has

interconnect
1011

agreements
to non-

wholesale
arrangement
s.

Also, the SC
PSC's
rulings on
"virtual
NXX
traffic"

apply to ISP
traffic too.
The FCC's
ISP Remand
Order never
discussed
ISP FX
arrangement

specifically
so ITCs do
not believe
compensatio
n regime
applies.

the purpose of
the exchange of
IntraLATA
Traffic that is
originated by an
End User
Customer of one
Party and is
terminated to an
End IJser
Customer of the
other Party.
This Agreement
also addresses
Transit Traffic as
described in

Section 2.2
below. This
Attachment
describes the

physical
architecture for
the
interconnection
of the Parties
facilities and

equipment for
the transmission
and routing of
Telephone
Exchange
Service traffic
between the
respective End
User Customers
of the Parties
pursuant to the
Act.

the purpose of
the exchange of
IntraLATA
Traffic that is
originated by an
End User
Customer of
one Party and is
terminated to an
End User
Customer of the
other Paity,
where each
Party directly
provides
Telephone
Exchange
Service to its
End User
Customers
physically
located in the
LATA. This
Agreement also
addresses
Transit Traffic
as described in
Section 2.2
below. This
Attachment
describes the

physical
architecture for
the
interconnection
of the Parties
facilities and

equipment for
the transmission
and routing nf
Telephone

this agreement? contractto
allow resale.
Thesame
"directly or
indirectly"
languageis
usedin section
2.22of ITCs'
modelcontract
for defining
interexchange
customers.The
ILECsthusdo
not attemptto
limit theresale
ability of IXCs,
andthereis no
reasonwhy they
shouldtry to do
soregarding
localexchange.

(b)No. ISP
traffic is under
theFCC's
jurisdiction,and
it neversaidits
ISPrecip
compensation
ordersdonot
applyto FX
traffic. FX/ISP
provider
customersdo
not haveto be
physically
locatedin the
LATA to be
treatedthesame
asvoicetraffic.
TheFCChas

interconnect
ion
agreements
to non-
wholesale
arrangement
S.

Also, the SC
PSC's

rulings on
"virtual

NXX

traffic"

apply to ISP
traffic too.

The FCC's

ISP Remand

Order never

discussed

ISP FX

arrangement

specifically
so ITCs do

not believe

compensatio

n regime

applies.

the purpose of

the exchange of
IntraLATA

Traffic that is

originated by an
End User

Customer of one

Party and is
terminated to an

End User

Customer of the

other Party.

This Agreement
also addresses

Transit Traffic as

described in

Section 2.2

below. This

Attachment

describes the

physical
architecture for

the

interconnection

of the Parties

facilities and

equipment for
the transmission

and routing of

Telephone

Exchange
Selwice traffic

between the

respective End
User Customers

of the Parties

pursuant to the
Act.

the purpose of

the exchange of
IntraLATA

Traffic that is

originated by an
End User

Customer of

one Party and is
terminated to an

End User

Customer of the

other Party,

where each

Party directly

provides

Telephone

Exchange
Service to its

End User

Customers

physically
located in the

LATA. This

Agreement also
addresses

Transit Traffic

as described in

Section 2.2

below. This

Attachment

describes the

physical
architecture for

the

intercmmection

of the Parties

facilities and

equipment for
the transmission

and routing of

Telephone
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Intercon
neet

1.2 Should
references to
VoIP traffic be
included in the
contract?

established A
compensation
regime for ISP
traffic that does
not require

payment of
access charges.

No. MCI is a
telecommunicat
ions service
provider. It is
not proposing to
treat VoIP
traffic any
differently than

any other non-
ISP dial-up
traffic, which is
rating the
service by
physical
location of the
originating and
terminating
points. Carving
out VoIP and

calling some
information and
some
telecommunicat
ions services is
confusing and

unnecessary.

ITCs do not
think they
should

provide .

interconnect
ion to
carriers that
predominant

ly carry
VoIP and
want to
make clear
by trying to
define what
VoIP
services are
information
services
versus
telecommun
ications
services in

the contract.
They also
want to
emphasize
the rating by
physical
location for
covered
VoIP traffic.

ILEC has no
obligation to
establish
interconnection
service
arrangements to
enable CLEC to
solely provide
Information
Services. CLEC
agrees that it is
requesting and
will use this
arrangement for
purposes of
providing mainly
Telecommunicati
ons Services and
that any provision
of Information
Service by CLEC
will be incidental
to CLEC's
provision of
Telecommunicati
ons Services.

Exchange
Service traffic
between the
respective End
user Customers
of the Parties
pursuant to
Sections 251
(a) and (b) of
the Act.
ILEC has no
obligation to
establish
interconnection
service
arrangements
to enable
CI.EC to solely
provide
Information
Services.
CLEC agrees
that it is
requesting and
will use this
arrangement
foi' pilrposes of
providing
mainly
Telecommunic
ations Services
and that any
provision of
Information
Service by
CLEC
(including
VoIP
Services) will
be incidental to
CLEC's

2 Intercon 1.2
nect

Should
referencesto
VoIP traffic be
includedin the
contract?

establishedA
compensation
regimefor ISP
traffic thatdoes
not require
paymentof
accesscharges.

No. MCI isa
telecommunicat
ionsservice
provider. It is
notproposingto
treatVoIP
traffic any
differentlythan
anyothernon-
ISPdial-up
traffic, which is
ratingthe
serviceby
physical
locationof the
originatingm_d
terminating
points. Carving
out VoIP and
calling some
informationand
some
telecommunicat
ionsservicesis
confusingand
unnecessary.

ITCsdonot
think they
should
provide.
interconnect
ion to
carriersthat
predominant
ly carry
VoIP and
wantto
makeclear
bytrying to
definewhat
VoIP
servicesare
information
services
versus
telecommun
ications
servicesin
thecontract.
Theyalso
wantto
emphasize
theratingby
physical
locationfor
covered
VolP traffic.

ILEC hasno
obligationto
establish
interconnection
service
arrangementsto
enableCLECto
solelyprovide
Information
Services.CLEC
agreesthatit is
requestingand
will usethis
arrangementfor
purposesof
providingmainly
Telecommunicati
onsServicesand
thatanyprovision
of Information
Serviceby CLEC
will beincidental
to CLEC's
provisionof
Telecommunicati
onsServices.

Exchange
Servicetraffic
betweenthe
respectiveEnd
UserCustomers
of theParties
pursuantto
Sections251
(a)and (b) of
theAct.
ILEC hasno
obligationto
establish
interconnection
service
arrangements
to enable
CLECto solely
provide
Information
Services.
CLEC agrees
thatit is
requestingand
will usethis
arrangement
for purposesof
providing
mainly
Telecomnmnic
ationsServices
andthatany
provisionof
Information
Serviceby
CLEC
(including
VoIP

Services) will
be incidental to

CLEC's
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provision of
Telecornmunic
ations Services.
The
classification
of certain
forms of VoIP
(as defined in
this
Agreement) as
either
Telecommunic
ations Service
or
Information
Service has
yet to be
determined by
the FCC.
Accordingly,
ILKC has no
obligation to
establish an
interconnectio
n service
arrangement
for CLKC that
primarily is
for the
provision of
VoIP.

Intercon
neet

Should there be
language
treating VoIP
differently than
other non- ISP-
bound traffic?

No. VoIP does
not need to be
singled out.

Yes. ITCs
want to
emphasize
how
physical
location will
be used to
rate VoIP
traffic.

Delete this
paragraph.

Jurisdiction of
VoIP Traffic,
as defined in
this
Agreement, is
determined by
the physical
location of the
Knd lJser

provision of
Telecomrnunic

ations Services.

The

classification

of certain

forms of VolP

(as defined in
this

Agreement) as
either

Telecommunic

ations Service

or

Information

Service has

yet to be

determined by
the FCC.

Accordingly,
ILEC has no

obligation to
establish an

intereonneetio

n service

arrangement
for CLEC that

primarily is
for the

provision of
VolP.

3 Intercon

nect

1.6 Should there be

language

treating VolP

differently than
other non- ISP-

bound traffic?

No. VolP does

not need to be

singled out.

Yes. ITCs

want to

emphasize
how

physical
location will

be used to

rate VoIP

traffic.

Delete this

paragraph.

Jurisdiction of

VolP Traffic,

as defined in

this

Agreement, is

determined by

the physical
location of the

End User



I
s
s
U

SECT UNRESOLVED

ISSUE
MCI POSITION SC ITC

POSITION

MCI VERSION SC ITC
VERSION

Customer
originating
VoIP Traffic,
which is the
geographical
location of the
actual Internet
Protocol
Connection
(IPC), not the
location where
the call enters
the Public
Switched
Telephone
Network
(PSTN). In
addition, the
FCC has ruled
that phone-to-
phone calls
that only
utilize IP as
transport are
Telecommunic
ation Services.
Jurisdiction of
such calls shall
be based on the
physical
location of the
calling and
called Knd
User
Customer.
Signaling
information
associated with
IP-Enabled
Voice Traffic
must comply

Customer

originating

VoIP Traffic,

which is the

geographical
location of the

actual Internet

Protocol

Connection

(IPC), not the

location where

the call enters

the Public

Switched

Telephone
Network

(PSTN). In

addition, the
FCC has ruled

that phone-to-

phone calls

that only
utilize IP as

transport are
Telecommunic

ation Services.

Jurisdiction of

such calls shall

be based on the

physical
location of the

calling and
called End

User

Customer.

Signaling
information

associated with

IP-Enabled

Voice Traffic

must comply
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Intercon
neet

2.4 Should all
intraLATA
traffic be
exchanged on a
bill and keep
basis or should

reciprocal
compensation

apply when out
of balance?

MCI believes
reciprocal
compensation
rates should

apply for ISP
and non-ISP
Local /EAS
traffic if out of
balance (60/40).
MCI believes
the recent
CoreCom ruling
allows it to seek
reciprocal
compensation
for ISP traffic in
new markets.
MCI would
have been
willing to do
bill and keep if
the ITCs had
not pressed it to
arbitration on
other issues, but
since they are

proposing this
additional cost
MCI is not

going to give up
the ISP dial-up
traffic that may
be out of
balance
although this is
a waning

ITCs
believe all
tl"afflc

should be
bill and

keep.

The Parties agree
to only route
Intr aLATA
Traffic over the
dedicated
facilities between
their networks.
Inter LATA
Traffic shall be
routed in
accordance with
Telcordia Traffic
Routing
Administration
instruction and is
not a provision of
this Agreement.
Both Parties agree
that compensation
for intraLATA
Traffic shall be in

the form of the
mutual exchange
of services
provided by the
other Patty with
no additional
billing ji itlie

is in balance.
~Tra &cis
considered out-
o -balance when

one Partn
terminates more»»n

with Sections
3.5 and 3.6 of
this
Interconnectio
n Attachment
The Parties
agree to only
route
IntraLATA
Traffic over the
dedicated
facilities
between their
networks.
InterLATA
Traffic shall be
routed in
accordance
with Telcordia
Traffic Routing
Administration
mstruction and
is not a
provision of
this
Agreement.
Both Parties
agree that
compensation
for IntraLATA
Traffic shall be
in the form of
the mutual

exchange of
services
provided by the
other Party
with no
additional
billing related
to exchange of

Intercon

nect

Should all

intraLATA

traffic be

exchanged on a

bill and keep
basis or should

reciprocal

compensation

apply when out
of balance?

MCI believes

reciprocal

compensation
rates should

apply for ISP
and non-ISP

Local/EAS

traffic if out of

balance (60/40).

MCI believes

the recent

CoreCom ruling
allows it to seek

reciprocal

compensation
for ISP traffic in

new markets.

MCI would

have been

willing to do

bill and keep if
the ITCs had

not pressed it to
arbitration on

other issues, but

since they are

proposing this
additional cost

MCI is not

going to give up

the ISP dial-up

traffic that may
be out of

balance

although this is

a waning

with Sections

3.5 and 3.6 of

this

Intereonnectio

n Attachment

ITCs

believe all

traffic

should be

bill and

keep.

The Parties agree

to only route
IntraLATA

Traffic over the

dedicated

facilities between

their networks.

InterLATA

Traffic shall be

routed in

accordance with

Telcordia Traffic

Routing
Administration

instruction and is

not a provision of

this Agreement.

Both Parties agree

that compensation
for intraLATA

Traffic shall be in

the form of the

mutual exchange
of services

provided by the

other Party with
no additional

billing

traffic exchange
is in balance.

Traffic is
considered out-

of-balance when

one Part v
terminates more

than 60 percent

The Parties

agree to only
route

IntraLATA

Traffic over the

dedicated

facilities

between their

networks.

InterLATA

Traffic shall be

routed in

accordance

with Telcordia

Traffic Routing
Administration

instruction and

is not a

provision of
this

Agreement.
Both Parties

agree that

compensation
for IntraLATA

Traffic shall be

in the form of

the mutual

exchange of
services

provided by the

other Party
with no

additional

billing related

to exchange of
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business due to
increased
broadband
alternatives.

~ototal~dr
e~xchnn ed
between the
Parties. The
Parties also a ree
that the

such traffic
issued by
either Party
except as
otherwise
provided in
this
Agreement.

~wlen ont o
balance is

overned b the
FCC's orders on

ISP-bound
~tra ~~&c

the so-call ISP
Remand Order
o"'"""'*"—
Com ensation
I'"'—
No. 99-68 Order
on Remand and
R~te ort end
Order 16FCC
~d9i
~and 2 tire

that order made
in the FCC's
decision on Core
Communications '

r 9*
re uest Petition
o~Core
Communications
I~ne or.
Forbearance
Under 47 U.S.C.

business due to

increased

broadband

alternatives.

o.o_[total

Local/EAS traflTc

exchanged
between the

Parties. The

Parties also agree

that the

compensation for

ISP-bound traf17c
when out of
balance is

governed by the
FCC's orders on

compensation for
ISP-bound

specilTcallF (1)
the so-call ISP

Remand Order

[Intercarrier

Compensation

for ISP-based

Traffic, Docket

No. 99-68, Order
on Remand and

Report and

Order, 16 FCC

Rcd 9151 (2001)1

and (2) the

modOTcations to
that order made

in the FCC's

decision on Core

Communications '

forbearance

request (Petition

of Core

Communications,

Inc. for
Forbearance

Under 47 U.S.C.

such traffic

issued by

either Party

except as
otherwise

provided in

this

Agreement.
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~c'rom
i6

the ISP Remand
Order WC
Docket No 03.-
l 7l released
October 18
~2004 .

ma bere uested
~5

determine
whether tra leis
out o balance.
S~ucli trn tc
studies will not

~1
~S

that
Local/EAS/ISP-
bound tra tc
exchan edis out-
eb

~4
that mutual
corn ensation
between the
Parties will

commence in the

p i O.
The Parties a ree

termination o
Local/EAS and
ISP-bound

Paragraph 161

(c) from
Application of
the ISP Remand

Order, WC
Docket No. 03-

171, released

October 18,

2004 .

Traffic studies

ma_ be requested

by either par_ to
determine

whether traffic is

out of balance.

Such traffic
studies will not

be performed

more than four

times annually,.

Should a traffic

stud_: indicate
that

Local/EAS/ISP-

bound traffic

exchanged is out-

of-balance, either

Part V mav notif_

the other Par_
that mutual

compensation
between the

Parties will

commence in the

followblg month.

The Parties agree

that charges for

termination of
Local/EAS and

ISP-bound

Traffic on each
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Intercon
neet

2.7
.7

Should Parties
be required to
provide (a)
CPN and JIP
and (b) and pay
access charges
on all

unidentified
'tl aff1c?

MCI (a) is
willing to
provide CPN or
JIP (but not
both as the
latter is an
optional SS7
parameter. (No
other ILEC has

proposed that
MCI must

provide JIP)
and (b)
believes that all

unidentified
traffic should be
priced at same
ratio as
identified
traffic. A price
penalty should
not be applied
for something
MCI does not
control. MCI is
open to audits
and studies by
either Party if
one or the other
thinks the 10%
or more of
traffic missing
CPN
information is
an effort to

SC ITCs
believe they
need JIP
and CPN
data 90% of
the time to
determine
jurisdiction
and want to

apply a
penalty of
paying
access
charges to
encourage
its provision
when levels
of
unidentified
traffic are
above 5%.

netivorks are as
set ortliin the
i~ricin
Attachment.
If either Party
fails to provide
accurate CPN
(valid originating
information) or
Jurisdiction
Information
Parameter
("JIP")on at
least ninety
percent (90%) of
its total
origmatmg
INTRALATA
Traffic, then
traffic sent to the
other Party
without CPN or
JIP (valid
originating
information) will

be handled in the
following
manner.

tra tc ivillbe
treated as
havin~ the same

ratio as the
nine 90% o
identi ted tra tc
. The Parties
will coordinate
and exchange
data as necessary

If either Party
fails to provide
accurate CPN
(valid
originating
information)
and
Jurisdiction 1

Information
Parameter
("JIP")on at
least ninety
percent (90%)
of its total
originating
INTRA LATA
Traffic, then
traffic sent to
the other Party
without CPN
or JIP (valid
originating
information)
will be handled
in the
following
manner. The
remaining ten
percent (10%)
of unidentified
traffic will be
treated as
having the
same

jurisdictional
ratio as the

Intercon

nect

2.7

.7

Should Parties

be required to

provide (a)
CPN and JIP

and (b) and pay

access charges
on all

unidentified

traffic?

MCI (a) is

willing to

provide CPN o_yr

JIP (but not
both as the

latter is an

optional SS7

parameter. (No
other ILEC has

proposed that
MCI must

provide JIP)

and (b)
believes that all

unidentified

traffic should be

priced at same
ratio as

identified

traffic. A price

penalty should

not be applied

for something
MCI does not

control. MCI is

open to audits

and studies by

either Party if
one or the other

thinks the 10%

or more of

traffic missing
CPN

information is

an effort to

SC ITCs

believe they
need JIP

and CPN

data 90% of

the time to

determine

.jurisdiction
and want to

apply a

penalty of

paying
access

charges to

encourage

its provision
when levels

of

unidentified

traffic are

above 5%.

Party's respective
networks are as

set forth in the

Attachment.

If either Party

fails to provide
accurate CPN

(valid originating

information) or
Jurisdiction

Information

Paran_eter

("JIP") on at

least ninety

percent (90%) of
its total

originating
INTRALATA

Traffic, then

traffic sent to the

other Party
without CPN or

JIP (valid

originating

information) will
be handled in the

following

manner.

All unidentified

traffic will be
treated as

having the same

jurisdictional
ratio as the

ninet_ (90%) of

identified traffic
• The Parties

will coordinate

and exchange

data as necessary

If either Party

fails to provide
accurate CPN

(valid

originating

information)

and

Jurisdiction 1

Information

Parameter

("JIP") on at

least ninety

percent (90%)
of its total

originating
INTRALATA

Traffic, then

traffic sent to

the other Party
without CPN

or JIP (valid

originating

information)

will be handled

in the

following
manner. The

remaining ten

percent (10%)
of unidentified

traffic will be

treated as

having the
same

jurisdictional
ratio as the



SECT UNRESOLVED

ISStjE
MCI POSITION SC ITC

POSITION

MCI VERSION SC ITC
VERSION

avoid access
charges.

to determine the
cause of the CPN
or JIP failure and

to assist its
correction.

ninety (90 /o)
of identified
traffic. If the
unidentified
traffic exceeds
ten percent
(10'/o) of the
total traffic,
all the
unidentified
traffic shall be
billed at a rate
equal to
ILKC's
applicable
access
charges. The
originating
Party will
provide to the
other Party,
upon request,
information to
demonstrate
that Party' s

portion of
traffic without
CPN or JIP
traffic does
not exceed ten
percent (10 /o)
of the total
traffic
delivered. The
Parties wi11

coordinate and

exchange data
as necessary to
determine the
cause of the
CPN or JIP

avoid access

charges.

to determine the

cause of the CPN

or JIP failure and

to assist its

correction.

ninety (90%)
of identified

traffic. If the

unidentified

traffic exceeds

ten percent

(10%) of the

total traffic,
all the

unidentified

traffic shall be

billed at a rate

equal to
ILEC's

applicable

access

charges. The

originating

Party will

provide to the

other Party,

upon request,
information to

demonstrate

that Party's

portion of
traffic without

CPN or JIP

traffic does

not exceed ten

percent (10%)
of the total

traffic

delivered. The

Parties will

coordinate and

exchange data

as necessary to
determine the

cause of the

CPN or JIP
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failure and to
assist its
correction.

Intercon
nection

Intercon
nection

Does the
contract need
this limit of
"directly
provided" when
other provisions
discuss transit
traffic, and
issue of
providmg
service directly
to end users
also is debated
elsewhere?

Should Parties
have to provide
the specified
signaling
parameters on
all calls?

No. This
language is
unnecessary and

confusing in

light of other
provisions of
the contract.

No. Percentages
for CPN have
been set above
and JIP is not
mandatory.
MCI will agree
not to alter

Yes. ITCs
want to
make clear
that this
contract is
only for
traffic
directly
exchanged
between the
parties'

directly
served End
Users.

Yes. This
information
should be
provided on
all calls
even though
percentages

Dedicated
facilities between
the Parties'
networks shall be
provisioned as
two-way
interconnection
trunks. The direct
interconnection
trunks shall meet
the Telcordia
BOC Notes on
LEC Networks
Practice No. SR-
TSV-002275

Signaling
Parameters: ILEC
and CLEC are
required to
provide each
other with the

proper signaling

Dedicated
facilities
between the
Parties'
networks shall

be provisioned
as two-way
interconnection
trunks, and
shall only
carry
lntraLATA
traffic
originated or
terminated
directly
between each
Parties End
User
Customers.
The direct
interconnection
trunks shall

meet the
Telcordia BOC
Notes on LEC
Networks
Practice No.
SR-TSV-
002275
Signaling
Parameters:
ILEC and
CLEC are
required to
provide each
other with the

ai;

failure and to

assist its

correction.

6 Intercon

nection

Intercon

nection

3.1 Does the

contract need

this limit of

"directly

provided" when

other provisions
discuss transit

traffic, and
issue of

providing

service directly
to end users

also is debated

elsewhere?

3.6 Should Parties

have to provide

the specified

signaling

parameters on
all calls?

No. This

language is

unnecessary and

confusing in

light of other

provisions of
the contract.

No. Percentages
for CPN have

been set above

and JIP is not

mandatory.

MCI will agree
not to alter

Yes. ITCs

want to

make clear

that this

contract is

only for
traffic

directly

exchanged
between the

parties'

directly
served End

Users.

Yes. This

information

should be

provided on
all calls

even though

percentages

Dedicated

facilities between

the Parties'

networks shall be

provisioned as

two-way
imerconnection

trunks. The direct

interconnection

trunks shall meet

the Telcordia

BOC Notes on

LEC Networks

Practice No. SR-

TSV-002275

Signaling
Parameters: ILEC

and CLEC are

required to

provide each
other with the

proper signaling

Dedicated

facilities

between the

Parties'

networks shall

be provisioned

as two-way
interconnection

trunks, and

shall only

carry
IntraLATA

traffic

originated or
terminated

directly
between each

Parties End

User

Customers.

The direct

interconnection

trunks shall

meet the

Telcordia BOC

Notes on LEC

Networks

Practice No.

SR-TSV-

002275

Signaling
Parameters:

ILEC and

CLEC are

required to

provide each
other with the
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parameters
received from
others, but it
cannot commit
to more 90%
CPN. being
provided.

set
elsewhere
are less than
100%.

information (e.g.
originating
accurate Calling
Party Number and

destination called

party number,
etc.) pursuant 47
C.F.R. $ 64.1601,
to enable each
Party to issue
bills in an
accurate and

timely fashion.
All Common
Channel

Signaling (CCS)
signaling
parameters will
b **8
as received
including CPN,
JIP, Originating
Line, Calling
party category,
Charge Number,
etc. All privacy
indicators will be
honored

proper signaling
information

(e.g. originating
accurate Calling
Party Number,
JIP, and
destination
called party
number, etc.)
pursuant 47
C.F.R. )
64.1601, to
enable each
Party to issue
bills in an
accurate and

timely fashion.
All Common
Channel
Signaling
(CCS) signaling
parameters will
be provided
including CPN,
JIP, Calling
party category,
Charge
Number, etc.
All privacy
indicators will

be honored.

parameters
receivedfrom
others,but it
cannotcommit
to more90%
CPN.being
provided.

set
elsewhere
arelessthan
100%.

information(e.g.
originating
accurateCalling
PartyNumberand
destinationcalled
partynumber,
etc.)pursuant47
C.F.R.§64.1601,
to enableeach
Partyto issue
bills in an
accurateand
timely fashion.
All Common
Channel
Signaling(CCS)
signaling
parameterswill
bepassed along

as received_

including CPN,

JIP, Originating

Line, Calling

party category,

Charge Number,

etc. All privacy
indicators will be

honored

proper signaling
information

(e.g. originating

accurate Calling

Party Number,

JIP, and

destination

called party

number, etc.)

pursuant 47

C.F.R. §
64.1601, to

enable each

Party to issue
bills in an

accurate and

timely fashion.
All Common

Channel

Signaling

(CCS) signaling

parameters will

be provided

including CPN,

JIP, Calling

party category,

Charge

Number, etc.

All privacy
indicators will

be honored.
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MCI POSITION SC ITC

POSITION

MCI VERSION SC ITC
VERSION

LNP Should the
Parties be
providing
service
directly to
End Users to
port numbers?

See Issue 1 (a)
Interconnection.
No. This is not
required for any
industry
definition of
LNP. MCI is
certified to do
LNP for the
End Users that
indirectly or
directly are on
its network.
Concerns that
some resellers
may not be
telecommunicat
ions carriers or
must provide
the same type
telecommunicat
ions services
provided prior
to the port is an

illegal limit on
what entities
MCI can
provide
wholesale
telecommunicat
ions services.
The FCC has
even allowed
IP-Enabled
(VoIP) service

ITCs
believe that
LNP can
only be
done for
telecommun
ications
pro viders
directly
serving end
users.

ITCs added
to first
version
prohibiting
LNP for
customers
of MCI's
wholesale
telecommun
ications
services a
provision
allowing
resale buy
only by
telecommun
ications
provides
and only
when same

type of
telecommun
ications

The Parties will

offer service
provider local
number

poitability
(LNP) in
accordance with

the FCC rules
and regulations.
Service
provider
portabihty is the
ability of users
of
telecommunicat
ions services to
retain, at the
same location,
existing
telecommunicat
ions numbers
wltllollt

impairment of
quality,
reliability, or
convenience
when switching
from one
telecommunicat
ions carrier to
another. The
dial tone must
be derived from
a switching
facility that

The Paities will
offer service
provider local
number

portability
(LNP) in
accordance with
the FCC rules
and regulations.
Service
provider
portability is the
ability of users
of
telecommunicat
ions services to
retain, at the
same location,
existing
telecommunicat
ions numbers
without

impairment of
quality,
reliability, or
convenience
when switching
from one
telecommunicat
ions carrier to
another. Under
this
arrangement,
the new
Telecommunic

ARBITRATION--SC ITCs - MCI

ISSUES/OPEN ITEMS MATRIX

Numbering

LNP 1.1 Should the

Parties be

providing
service

directly to
End Users to

port numbers?

See Issue 1 (a) ITCs The Parties will The Pro-ties will
Interconnection. believe that offer service offer service

No. This is not LNP can provider local provider local

required for any only be number number

industry done for portability portability

definition of telecommun (LNP) in (LNP) in
I_NP. MCI is ications accordance with accordance with

certified to do providers the FCC rules the FCC rules

LNP for the directly and regulations, and regulations.

End Users that serving end Service Service

indirectly or users, provider provider

directly are on portability is the portability is the

its network. ITCs added ability of users ability of users
Concerns that to first of of

some resellers version telecommunicat telecommunicat

may not be prohibiting ions services to ions services to

telecommunicat LNP for retain, at the retain, at the

ions carriers or customers same location, same location,

must provide of MCI's existing existing

the same type wholesale telecommunicat telecommunicat
telecommunicat telecommun ions numbers ions numbers

ions services ications without without

provided prior services a impairment of impairment of

to the port is an provision quality, quality,

illegal limit on allowing reliability, or reliability, or

what entities resale buy convenience convenience

MCI can only by when switching when switching

provide telecommun from one from one
wholesale ications telecommunicat telecommunicat

telecommunicat provides ions carrier to ions carrier to

ions services, and only another. The another. Under
The FCC has when same dial tone must this

even allowed type of be derived from arrangement,

IP-Enabled telecommun a switching the new

(VoIP) service ications facility that Teleeommunie



SECT UNRESOLVED

ISSUE
MCI POSITION SC ITC

POSITION

MCI VERSION SC ITC
VERSION

providers to
obtain numbers
directly without
state
certification See
the FCC's CC
Docket 99-200
order (Adopted:
January 28,
2005
Released:
February 1,
200S ) granting
SBC Internet
Services, Inc.
(SBCIS)a
waiver of
section
52. l5(g)(2)(i)
of the
Commission's
rules. And MCI
knows no law

requiring that
the same type of
Telecornmunica
tions Service
provided prior
to the port has
to be provided.
That is
antithetical to
the goals of
competition.

services as
provided
before the

port is
involved.

denotes the
switch is ready
to receive
dialed digits.

ations Service
provider must
directly
provide
Telephone
Exchange
Service or
resell an end
user local
exchange
service
through a
third party
Telecommunic
ations Service
provider to the
Knd User
Customer
porting the
telephone
number. The
dial tone must
be derived from
a switching
facility that
denotes the
switch is ready
to receive
dialed digits. In
order for a
port request to
be valid, the
Knd User
Customer must
retain their
original
number and be
served directly
by the same
type of
Telecommunic

providersto
obtainnumbers
directlywithout
state
certificationSee
theFCC'sCC
Docket99-200
order(Adopted:
January28,
2005
Released:
February1,
2005) granting
SBCInternet
Services,Inc.
(SBCIS)a
waiverof
section
52.15(g)(2)(i)
of the
Commission's
roles.And MCI
knowsno law
requiringthat
thesametypeof
Telecommunica
tionsService
providedprior
to theport has
to beprovided.
Thatis
antitheticalto
thegoalsof
competition.

servicesas
provided
beforethe
port is
involved.

denotesthe
switchis ready
to receive
dialeddigits.

ations Service

provider must

directly

provide

Telephone

Exchange
Service or

resell an end

user local

exchange
service

through a

third party
Telecommunic

ations Service

provider to the
End User

Customer

porting the

telephone
number. The

dial tone must

be derived from

a switching

facility that
denotes the

switch is ready
to receive

dialed digits. In

order for a

port request to

be valid, the
End User

Customer must

retain their

original
number and be

served directly

by the same

type of
Telecommunic
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ations Service
subscribed to
prior to the
port.
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Pre-Ordering, Ordering, Provisioning, Maintenance
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Pre-
Order,
Order-

ing

1.3 What should
the interval be
for providing
CSRs?

The interval
should be no
more than 48
hours when

the CSR is for
a customer
with less than
24 lines. This
is the interval
most states
have set for
CLEC-to-
CLEC
migrations
where manual

processing is
involved.
Some states
(Texas and

NY require 24
hour turn

around on
manual

provision of
CSRs) Large
incumbents

ITCs believe
compiling
some CSRs
can take up to
five days.

Based on
reasonable
volume of
requests, the
standard
interval for
address
verification is
one to two
business days
and less than 48
hours unless a
state sets a
shorter
i~ntervnl or
~CSRs or
customer with

24 o4 less lines.

Based on
reasonable
volume of
requests, the
standard
interval for
address
verification is
one to two
business days
and one to five
business days
for a full
customer
service record

ations Service

subscribed to

prior to the

port.

ARBITRATION--SC ITCs - MCI
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Pre-Ordering, Ordering,Provisioning, Maintenance

Pre-

Order,
Order-

ing

1.3 What should The interval ITCs believe

the interval be should be no compiling

for providing more than 48 some CSRs

CSRs? hours when can take up to

the CSR is for five days.

a customer

with less than

24 lines. This

is the interval

most states

have set for

CLEC-to-

CLEC

migrations
where manual

processing is
involved.

Some states

(Texas and

NY require 24
hour turn

around on

manual

provision of

CSRs) Large
incumbents

Based on

reasonable

volume of

requests, the
standard

interval for

address

verification is

one to two

business days
and less titan 48

hours (unless a
state sets a

shorter

interval) for

CSRs for
customer with

24 o4 less lines.

Based on

reasonable

volume of

requests, the
standard

interval for

address

verification is

one to two

business days

and one to five

business days

for a full

customer

service record
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provide CSRs
through

computer
queries in
seconcls,
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Pricing A
1,
2,
Ec

3

C
1,
2,

4

Are the

proposed
transport and

transit rates
reasonable?

Are the
ordering
charges just
ancl

reasonable?

MCI reserves the
right to challenge
these rates. The
pricing
attachments for
two companies
were received a
week before the
arbitration
window closed
for two
companies and
two days before
for two others.
No. They are
very high where
manual ordering
is the only choice.
There would be
no incentive for
the ITCs to move
to electronic
ordering systems
with rates this

ITCs believe
their rates are
reasonable
citing a
BellSouth $22
rate for
manual

orders.

All ITCs:

Service
Order
(LSR)$
15.00/
request

Service

PBT
Service
Order

(LSR)$
23.00 /

request

Service

provide CSRs

through

computer

queries in

seconds,
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Pricing A

1,

2,

&

3

C

1,

2,

&

4

Are the

proposed

transport and
transit rates

reasonable?

Are the

ordering

charges just
and

reasonable?

MCI reserves the

right to challenge
these rates. The

pricing
attachments for

two companies
were received a

week before the

arbitration

window closed

for two

companies and

two days before
for two others.

No. They are

very high where

manual ordering

is the only choice.
There would be

no incentive for

the ITCs to move

to electronic

ordering systems
with rates this

ITCs believe

their rates are

reasonable

citing a
BellSouth $22

rate for

manual

orders.

All ITCs:

Service

Order

(LSR)$
15.00 /

request

Service

PBT

Service

Order

(LSR)$
23.00 /

request

Service
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VERSION
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high. Some Bell
companies set
manual rates high
to encourage
CLECs to use
electronic
ordering systems
but with these
ITCs MCI has no
cheaper
alternative.
Further, there is
no reason to
charge a higher
price for
cancellations and

change orders.
There should be
no charge for
cancellations
because there is
no additional
work being done.
There should be a
lower charge not
higher one for
changes to the

original order.
Usually it's only
one feature or a
later due date
being sought at
the customer' s
request. MCI also
did not see these
rates until a week
(Home and

Farmers) and two
days (Hargray
and PBT) before
the arbitration

Order
Cancellati
on Charge

No
~clear e
Order
Change
Charge

$5.00

Order
Cancella
tion
Charge

$35.00 /

request

Order
Change
Charge

$35.00 /

request

Hargray
Service
Order

(LSR) $
22.00 /

request

Service
Order
Cancella
tion
Charge
$35.00 /

request

Order
Change
Charge

$35.00 /

request

Farmers

Service

high. SomeBell
companiesset
manualrateshigh
to encourage
CLECsto use
electronic
orderingsystems
but with these
ITCsMCI hasno
cheaper
alternative.
Further,thereis
no reasonto
chargea higher
pricefor
cancellationsand
changeorders.
Thereshouldbe
nochargefor
cancellations
becausethereis
noadditional
workbeingdone.
Thereshouldbea
lowerchargenot
higheronefor
changesto the
originalorder.
Usuallyit's only
onefeatureor a
laterduedate
beingsoughtat
thecustomer's
request.MCI also
did notseethese
ratesuntil aweek
(Homeand
Farmers)andtwo
days(Hargray
andPBT)before
thearbitration

Order
Cancellati
onCharge

No

chame.
Order

Change

Charge

SS.O__. o

Order

Cancella

tion

Charge

$ 35.00 /

request

Order

Change

Charge

$35.00 /

request

Hargray
Service

Order

(t, SR) $
22.00 /

request

Service

Order

Cancella

tion

Charge

$35.00 /

request

Order

Change

Charge

$35.00 /

request

Farmers

Service
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window closed
despite repeated
requests. So MCI
has not had time
to negotiate
changes with the
ITCs. It has
received no cost
studies to support
any of these rates.

Order

(LSR) $
28.00 /

request

Service
Order
Cancella
tion
Charge
$32.00 /

request

Order
Change
Charge
$32.00 /

request

Home
Service
Order

(LSR)
$22.00 /

request

Service
Order
Cancella
tlon
Charge
$35.00 /

request
Order
Change
Charge

$35.00 /

request

windowclosed
despiterepeated
requests.SoMCI
hasnothadtime
to negotiate
changeswith the
ITCs. It has
receivednocost
studiesto support
anyof theserates.

Order
(LSR)$
28.00/

request

Service

Order

Cancella

tion

Charge

$ 32.00 /

request

Order

Change

Charge

$32.00 /

request

Home

Service

Order

(LSR)

$22.00 /

request

Service

Order

Cancella

tion

Charge

$35.00 /

request
Order

Change

Charge

$35.00 /

request
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What should
the reciprocal
compensation
rate be for
out-of-balance
Local/EAS or
ISP-bound
traffic?

This is the rate set
in the FCC's
order on CLEC
reciprocal
compensation
rates.

$0.0007 (No rate,
traffic
exchanged
on bill and

keep basis)

3 D What should

the reciprocal

compensation
rate be for

out-of-balance

Local/EAS or

ISP-bound

traffic?

This is the rate set

in the FCC's

order on CLEC

reciprocal

compensation

rates.

$0.0007 (No rate,
traffic

exchanged
on bill and

keep basis)
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AC REEMEXT

THIS AGREEMENT ("Agreement" ) is effective as of the day of, 2005

(the "Effective Date" ), by and between MCImetro Access Transmission Services

LLC/Intermedia Communications, Inc. (MCI) ("CLEC") with offices at 22001 Loudoun County

Parkway, Ashburn, VA 20147 and [ILKC] ("ILEC") with offices

. This Agreement may refer to either ILEC or CLEC or both as a
"Party" or "Parties. "

WITNESSETH
WHEREAS, ILEC is a local exchange telecommunications company authorized to

provide telecommunications services in the state of South Carolina; and

WHEREAS, CLEC is or seeks to becoine a competitive local exchange

telecommunications company ("CLEC") authorized to provide telecommunications services in

the state of South Carolina; and

WHEREAS, the Parties wish to interconnect their facilities and exchange traffic

specifically for the purposes of fulfilling their obligations pursuant to Sections 251 (a) and (b),
and 252 of the Telecommunications Act of 1996 ("the Act").ILEC asserts that it is exem t from

the rovisions of section 251 c of the Act and CLEC has not re uested an thin from ILEC

ursuant to section 251 c. B enterin into this A reement ILEC does not waiveits ri ht to
assert thatitis exem t from section 251 c and CLEC does not waiveits ri ht to assert that 1

ILECis not exem tfrom section 251 c or 2 thatiflLECis exem t its exem tion should be
terminated.

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual agreements contained herein, ILEC

and CLEC agree as follows:

1. PURPOSE

The Parties agree that the rates, terms and conditions contained within this Agreement,

including all Attachments, comply and conform with each Parties' obligations under

Sections 251 (a) 4 (b), and 252 of the Act.

THK ACT.

2. TERM OF THK AGREEMENT

The initial term of this Agreement shall be two years ("Initial Term" ), beginning on the

above Effective Date and shall apply to the State of South Carolina. If, as of the

expiration of this Agreement, a subsequent agreement has not been executed by the

Parties, this Agreement shall automatically renew for successive six-month periods,

unless, not less than one hundred twenty (120) days prior to the end of the Initial Term or

any renewal term, either Party notifies the other Party of its intent to renegotiate a new

agreement. In the event of such renegotiation, this Agreement shall remain in effect until

such time that a subsequent agreement becomes effective. If the Parties cease the

3/I 7/2005 MCI —ILEC Interconnection Agreement
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AGREEMENT

THIS AGREEMENT ("Agreement") is effective as of the __ day of ,2005

(the "Effective Date"), by and between MCImetro Access Transmission Services

LLC/Intermedia Communications, Inc. (MCI) ("CLEC") with offices at 22001 Loudoun County

Parkway, Ashburn, VA 20147 and [ILEC] ("ILEC") with offices

This Agreement may refer to either ILEC or CLEC or both as a

"Party" or "Parties."

WITNESSETH

WHEREAS, ILEC is a local exchange telecommunications company authorized to

provide telecommunications services in the state of South Carolina; and

WHEREAS, CLEC is or seeks to become a competitive local exchange

telecommunications company ("CLEC") authorized to provide telecommunications services in

the state of South Carolina; and

WHEREAS, the Parties wish to interconnect their facilities and exchange traffic

specifically for the purposes of fulfilling their obligations pursuant to Sections 251 (a) and (b),

and 252 of the Telecommunications Act of 1996 ("the Act").ILEG asserts that it is exempt from

the provisions of section 251(c) of the Act, and CLEC has not requested anythin.q from ILEC
pursuant to section 251(c). By enterinq into this A.qreement, ILEC does not waive its ri.qht to
assert that it is exempt from section 251(c), and CLEC does not waive its ri.qht to assert that 1)
ILEC is not exempt from section 251(c), or 2) that if lLEC is exempt, its exemption should be
terminated.

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual agreements contained herein, ILEC

and CLEC agree as follows:

1. PURPOSE

The Parties agree that the rates, terms and conditions contained within this Agreement,

including all Attachments, comply and conform with each Parties' obligations under

Sections 251 (a) & (b), and 252 of the Act.

THE ACT.

2. TERM OF THE AGREEMENT

The initial term of this Agreement shall be two years ("Initial Term"), beginning on the

above Effective Date and shall apply to the State of South Carolina. If, as of the

expiration of this Agreement, a subsequent agreement has not been executed by the

Parties, this Agreement shall automatically renew for successive six-month periods,

unless, not less than one hundred twenty (120) days prior to the end of the Initial Term or

any renewal term, either Party notifies the other Party of its intent to renegotiate a new

agreement. In the event of such renegotiation, this Agreement shall remain in effect until

such time that a subsequent agreement becomes effective. If the Parties cease the
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exchange of traffic, then either Patty may provide thirty (30) days written notice and the

Parties may mutually agree to terminate this Agreement.

3. Termination of the Agreement

3.1 Termination Upon Default

Either Party may terminate this Agreement in whole or in part in the event of a default by
the other Party; provided however, that the non-defaulting Patty notifies the defaulting

Party in writing of the alleged default and that the defaulting Party does not cure the

alleged default within sixty (60) calendar days of receipt of written notice thereof.

Default is defined to include:

3.1.1 A Party's refusal or failure in any material respect to properly perform its

obligations under this Agreement, or the violation of any of the material

terms or conditions of this Agreement.

3.1.2 A Party's assignment of any right, obligation, or duty, in whole or in part,
or of any interest, under this Agreement without any consent required

under Section 6 of this Attachment.

3.1.3 Notwithstanding the above, ILEC may terminate this Agreement if CLEC
is more than 30 days past due on any undisputed payment obligation under

this Agreement; provided that ILEC notifies CLEC of such default and

CLEC does not cure the default within ten (10) days of receipt of written
notice thereof. thir 30 da s o recei t an emailed notice to erson
desi natedin contract to receive billin de quit notices ivith a co o the
bill attached or s eci in the time a co o the bill would be se aratel

3.2 Liability Upon Termination

Termination of this Agreement, or any part hereof, for any cause shall not release

either Party from any liability which at the time of termination had already

accrued to the other Party or which thereafter accrues in any respect to any act or
omission occurring prior to the termination or from an obligation which is

expressly stated in this Agreement to survive termination.

4. CONTACT EXCHANGE

The Parties agree to exchange and to update contact and referral numbers for order

inquiry, trouble reporting, billing inquiries, and information required to comply with law

enforcement and other security agencies of the government.
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exchangeof traffic, theneitherPartymayprovidethirty (30) dayswritten noticeandthe
Partiesmaymutuallyagreeto terminatethisAgreement.

o Termination of the Agreement

3.1 Termination Upon Default

Either Party may terminate this Agreement in whole or in part in the event of a default by

the other Party; provided however, that the non-defaulting Party notifies the defaulting

Party in writing of the alleged default and that the defaulting Party does not cure the

alleged default within sixty (60) calendar days of receipt of written notice thereof.

Default is defined to include:

3.2

3.1.1

3.1.2

3.1.3

A Party's refusal or failure in any material respect to properly perform its

obligations under this Agreement, or the violation of any of the material

terms or conditions of this Agreement.

A Party's assignment of any right, obligation, or duty, in whole or in part,

or of any interest, under this Agreement without any consent required

under Section 6 of this Attachment.

Notwithstanding the above, ILEC may terminate this Agreement if CLEC

is more than 30 days past due on any undisputed payment obligation under

this Agreement; provided that ILEC notifies CLEC of such default and

CLEC does not cure the default within ten (10) days of receipt of written

notice thereof, tlnirt_ (30) da_s of receipt an emailed notice to person

designated in contract to receive billing default notices with a copy of the

bill attached or specifying the time a copy of the bill would be separately:

faxed.

Liability Upon Terrnination

Termination of this Agreement, or any part hereof, for any cause shall not release

either Party fi'om any liability which at the time of termination had already

accrued to the other Party or which thereafter accrues in any respect to any act or

omission occurring prior to the termination or from an obligation which is

expressly stated in this Agreement to survive termination.

4. CONTACT EXCHANGE

The Parties agree to exchange and to update contact and referral numbers for order

inquiry, trouble reporting, billing inquiries, and information required to comply with law

enforcement and other security agencies of the govenmaent.
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5. AMENDMENTS

Any amendment, modification, or supplement to this Agreement must be in writing and

signed by an authorized representative of each Party. The term "this Agreement" shall

include future amendments, modifications, and supplements.

6. ASSIGNMENT

This Agreement shall be binding upon the Parties and shall continue to be binding upon

all such entities regardless of any subsequent change in their ownership. All obligations

and duties of any Party under this Agreement shall be binding on all successors in interest

and assigns of such Party. Each Party covenants that, if it sells or otherwise transfers to a
third party, unless the Party which is not the subject of the sale or transfer reasonably

determines that the legal structure of the transfer vitiates any such need, it will require as

a condition of such transfer that the transferee agree to be bound by this Agreement with

respect to services provided over the transferred facilities. Except as provided in this

paragraph, neither Party may assign or transfer (whether by operation of law or

otherwise) this Agreement (or any rights or obligations hereunder) to a third party

without the prior written consent of the other Party which consent will not be

unreasonably withheld; provided that either Party may assign this Agreement to a

corporate Affiliate or an entity acquiring all or substantially all of its assets or equity by

providing prior written notice to the other Party of such assignment or transfer. The

effectiveness of an assignment shall be conditioned upon the assignee's written

assumption of the rights, obligations, and duties of the assigning Party. Any attempted

assignment or transfer that is not permitted is void ab znitio. No assignment or delegation

hereof shall relieve the assignor of its obligations under this Agreement in the event that

the assignee fails to perform such obligations. Without limiting the generality of the

foregoing, this Agreement shall be binding upon and shall inure to the benefit of the

Parties' respective successors and assigns.

7. AUTHORITY

Each person whose signature appears on this Agreement represents and warrants that he

or she has authority to bind the Party on whose behalf he or she has executed this

Agreement. Each Party represents he or she has had the opportunity to consult with legal

counsel of his or her choosing.

8. RESPONSIBILITY FOR PAYMENT

The Parties will render to each other monthly bill(s) for interconnection and facilities

provided hereunder at the rates set forth in the Pricing Attachment of this Agreement.

Each Party shall pay bills in accordance with terms of this Agreement. In the event that a
Party defaults on its payment obligation to the other Party, the other Party's service to the

defaulting Party will be terminated in accordance with state and federal law and the

provisions of this agreement and any security deposits held will be applied to the

outstanding balance owed by the defaulting to the billing Party.

BILLING AND PAYMENT
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Any amendment, modification, or supplement to this Agreement must be in writing and

signed by an authorized representative of each Party. The term "this Agreement" shall

include future amendments, modifications, and supplements.

6. ASSIGNMENT

This Agreement shall be binding upon the Parties and shall continue to be binding upon

all such entities regardless of any subsequent change in their ownership. All obligations

and duties of any Party under this Agreement shall be binding on all successors in interest

and assigns of such Party. Each Party covenants that, if it sells or otherwise transfers to a

third party, unless the Party which is not the subject of the sale or transfer reasonably

determines that the legal structure of the transfer vitiates any such need, it will require as

a condition of such transfer that the transferee agree to be bound by this Agreement with

respect to services provided over the transferred facilities. Except as provided in this

paragraph, neither Party may assign or transfer (whether by operation of law or

otherwise) this Agreement (or any rights or obligations hereunder) to a third party

without the prior written consent of the other Party which consent will not be

unreasonably withheld; provided that either Party may assign this Agreement to a

corporate Affiliate or an entity acquiring all or substantially all of its assets or equity by

providing prior written notice to the other Party of such assigmnent or transfer. The

effectiveness of an assignment shall be conditioned upon the assignee's written

assumption of the rights, obligations, and duties of the assigning Party. Any attempted

assignment or transfer that is not permitted is void ab initio. No assignment or delegation

hereof shall relieve the assignor of its obligations under this Agreement in the event that

the assignee fails to perform such obligations. Without limiting the generality of the

foregoing, this Agreement shall be binding upon and shall inure to the benefit of the

Parties' respective successors and assigns.

7. AUTHORITY

Each person whose signature appears on this Agreement represents and warrants that he

or she has authority to bind the Party on whose behalf he or she has executed this

Agreement. Each Party represents he or she has had the opportunity to consult with legal

counsel of his or her choosing.

8. RESPONSIBILITY FOR PAYMENT

The Parties will render to each other monthly bill(s) for interconnection and facilities

provided hereunder at the rates set forth in the Pricing Attachment of this Agreement.

Each Party shall pay bills in accordance with terms of this Agreement. In the event that a

Party defaults on its payment obligation to the other Party, the other Party's service to the

defaulting Party will be terminated in accordance with state and federal law and the

provisions of this agreement and any security deposits held will be applied to the

outstanding balance owed by the defaulting to the billing Party.

9. BILLING AND PAYMENT
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9.1 In consideration of the services and facilities provided under this Agreement, the

Parties shall bill the other Party on a monthly basis all applicable charges set forth

in the Pricing Attaclunent to this Agreement. The Party billed ("Billed Party" )
shall pay to the invoicing Party ("Billing Painty") all undisputed amounts within

thirty (30) days from the bill receipt date. If the payment due date is a Saturday,

Sunday or a designated bank holiday, payment shall be made the prior business

day. Neither Party shall back-bill the other Party for services provided under this

Agreement that are more than twelve (12) months old or that predate this

Agreement. I a Par ails to bill or a service within l2 months o when it was

rendered then that Par waives its ri hts to bill or that service.

9.2 Billing Disputes Related to Unpaid Amounts:

9.2. 1 If any portion of an amount due to a Party (the "Billing Party" ) under this

Agreement is subject to a bona fide dispute between the Parties, the Party

billed (the "Non-Paying Patty") shall, within thirty (30) days of its receipt
of the invoice containing such disputed amount, give written notice to the

Billing Party of the amounts it disputes ("Disputed Amounts" ) and include

in such notice the specific details and reasons for disputing each item. The

Non-Paying Party shall pay when due all undisputed amounts to the

Billing Patty. The Parties will work together in good faith to resolve

issues relating to the disputed amounts. If the dispute is resolved such that

payment is required, the non-prevailing party shall pay the disputed

amounts with interest at the lesser of (i) one and one-half percent (1-1/2%)
per month or (ii) the highest rate of interest that may be charged under

South Carolina's applicable law. In addition, the Billing Party may cease

terminating traffic for the Non-Paying Party after undisputed amounts not

paid become more than 90 days past due, provided the Billing Party gives

an additional 30 days' written notice and opportunity to cure the default

9.2.2 Any undisputed amounts not paid when due shall accrue interest from the

date such amounts were due at the lesser of (i) one and one-half percent (1-1/2%)
per month or (ii) the highest rate of interest that may be charged under South

Carolina's applicable law.

9.2.3 Issues related to Disputed Amounts shall be resolved in accordance with

all of the applicable procedures identified in the Dispute Resolution provisions set

forth in Section 13 of this Agreement.

9.3 Disputes of Paid Amounts

If any portion of an amount paid to a Party under this Agreement is subject to a

bona fide dispute between the Parties ("Disputed Paid Amount" ), the Billed Party

may provide written notice to the Billing Party of the Disputed Paid Amount, and

seek a refund of such amount, at any time prior to the date that is one year after
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9.1

9.2

In consideration of the services and facilities provided under this Agreement, the

Parties shall bill the other Party on a monthly basis all applicable charges set forth

in the Pricing Attachment to this Agreement. The Party billed ("Billed Party")

shall pay to the invoicing Party ("Billing Party") all undisputed amounts within

thirty (30) days from the bill receipt date. If the payment due date is a Saturday,

Sunday or a designated bank holiday, payment shall be made the prior business

day. Neither Party shall back-bill the other Party for services provided under this

Agreement that are more than twelve (12) months old or that predate this

Agreement. If a Party fails to bill for a service within 12 months of when it was

rendered, then that Party waives its rights to bill for that service.

Billing Disputes Related to Unpaid Amounts:

9.2.1 If any portion of an amount due to a Party (the "Billing Party") under this

Agreement is subject to a bona fide dispute between the Parties, the Party

billed (the "Non-Paying Party") shall, within thirty (30) days of its receipt

of the invoice containing such disputed amount, give written notice to the

Billing Party of the amounts it disputes ("Disputed Amounts") and include

in such notice the specific details and reasons for disputing each item. The

Non-Paying Party shall pay when due all undisputed amounts to the

Billing Party. The Parties will work together in good faith to resolve

issues relating to the disputed amounts. If the dispute is resolved such that

payment is required, the non-prevailing party shall pay the disputed

amounts with interest at the lesser of (i) one and one-half percent (1-1/2%)

per month or (ii) the highest rate of interest that may be charged under

South Carolina's applicable law. In addition, the Billing Party may cease

terminating traffic for the Non-Paying Party after undisputed amounts not

paid become more than 90 days past due, provided the Billing Party gives

an additional 30 days' written notice and opportunity to cure the default

9.2.2 Any undisputed amounts not paid when due shall accrue interest from the

date such amounts were due at the lesser of (i) one and one-half percent (1-1/2%)

per month or (ii) the highest rate of interest that may be charged under South

Carolina's applicable law.

9.3

9.2.3 Issues related to Disputed Amounts shall be resolved in accordance with

all of the applicable procedures identified in the Dispute Resolution provisions set

forth in Section 13 of this Agreement.

Disputes of Paid Amounts

If any portion of an amount paid to a Party under this Agreement is subject to a

bona fide dispute between the Parties ("Disputed Paid Amount"), the Billed Party

may provide written notice to the Billing Party of the Disputed Paid Amount, and

seek a refund of such amount, at any time prior to the date that is one year after
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the receipt of a bill containing the disputed amount that has been paid by the

Billed Party ("Notice Period" ). If the Billed Party fails to provide written notice
of a Disputed Paid Amount within the Notice Period, the Billed Party waives its

rights to dispute its obligation to pay such amount, and to seek refund of such
amount

9.4 Audits:

Either Party may conduct an audit of the other Party's records pertaining to the
bills rendered under this Agreement, no more frequently than once per twelve

(12) month period, to evaluate the other Party's accuracy of billing, data, and

invoicing in accordance with this Agreement provided that the requested records
do not exceed twelve (12) months in age from the date the monthly bill containing
said record information was issued. Any audit shall be performed as follows: (i)
following at least thirty (30) days' prior written notice to the audited Party; (ii)
subject to the reasonable scheduling requirements and limitations of the audited

Party; (iii) at the auditing Party's sole cost and expense; (iv) of a reasonable scope
and duration; (v) in a manner so as not to interfere with the audited Party' s

business operations; and (vi) in compliance with the audited Party's security rules.

Recording:

The Parties shall each perform traffic recording and identification functions

necessary to provide the services contemplated hereunder. Each Party shall

calculate terminating duration of minutes used based on standard automatic

message accounting records made within each Party's network. The records shall

contain the information to properly assess the jurisdiction of the call including

ANI or service provider information necessary to identify the originating

company, including the SIP, and originating signaling information. The Parties
shall each use commercially reasonable efforts, to provide these records monthly,

but in no event later than thirty (30) days after generation of the usage data.

10. COMPLIANCF. WITH LAWS AND REGULATIONS

Each Party shall comply with all federal, state, and local statutes, regulations,

rules, ordinances, judicial decisions, and administrative rulings applicable to its

performance under this Agreement.

CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION

Any information such as specifications, drawings, sketches, business information,

forecasts, models, samples, data, computer programs and other software and

documentation of one Party (a Disclosing Party) that is furnished or made

available or otherwise disclosed to the other Party or any of its employees,
contractors, or agents (its "Representatives" and with a Party, a "Receiving
Party" ) pursuant to this Agreement ("Proprietary Information" ) shall be deemed

the property of the Disclosing Party. Proprietary Information, if written, shall be

clearly and conspicuously marked "Confidential" or "Proprietary" or other similar
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9.4

9.5

10.

11.

the receipt of a bill containing the disputed amount that has been paid by the

Billed Party ("Notice Period"). If the Billed Party fails to provide written notice

of a Disputed Paid Amount within the Notice Period, the Billed Party waives its

rights to dispute its obligation to pay such amount, and to seek refund of such
amount

Audits:

Either Party may conduct an audit of the other Party's records pertaining to the

bills rendered under this Agreement, no more frequently than once per twelve

(12) month period, to evaluate the other Party's accuracy of billing, data, and

invoicing in accordance with this Agreement provided that the requested records

do not exceed twelve (12) months in age from the date the monthly bill containing

said record information was issued. Any audit shall be performed as follows: (i)

following at least thirty (30) days' prior written notice to the audited Party; (ii)

subject to the reasonable scheduling requirements and limitations of the audited

Party; (iii) at the auditing Party's sole cost and expense; (iv) of a reasonable scope

and duration; (v) in a manner so as not to interfere with the audited Party's

business operations; and (vi) in compliance with the audited Party's security rules.

Recording:

The Parties shall each perform traffic recording and identification functions

necessary to provide the services contemplated hereunder. Each Party shall

calculate terminating duration of minutes used based on standard automatic

message accounting records made within each Party's network. The records shall

contain the information to properly assess the jurisdiction of the call including

ANI or service provider information necessary to identify the originating

company, including the JIP, and originating signaling information. The Parties

shall each use commercially reasonable efforts, to provide these records monthly,

but in no event later than thirty (30) days after generation of the usage data.

COMPLIANCE WITH LAWS AND REGULATIONS

Each Party shall comply with all federal, state, and local statutes, regulations,

rules, ordinances, judicial decisions, and administrative rulings applicable to its

performance under this Agreement.

CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION

11.1 Any information such as specifications, drawings, sketches, business information,

forecasts, models, samples, data, computer programs and other software and

documentation of one Party (a Disclosing Party) that is furnished or made

available or otherwise disclosed to the other Party or any of its employees,

contractors, or agents (its "Representatives" and with a Party, a "Receiving

Party") pursuant to this Agreement ("Proprietary Information") shall be deemed

the property of the Disclosing Party. Proprietary Infornlation, if written, shall be

clearly and conspicuously marked "Confidential" or "Proprietary" or other similar
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notice, and, if oral or visual, shall be confirmed in writing as confidential by the

Disclosing Party to the Receiving Party within ten (10) days after disclosure.

Unless Proprietary Information was previously known by the Receiving Party free

of any obligation to keep it confidential, or has been or is subsequently made

public by an act not attributable to the Receiving Party, or is explicitly agreed in

writing not to be regarded as confidential, such information: (i) shall be held in

confidence by each Receiving Party; (ii) shall be disclosed to only those persons

who have a need for it in connection with the provision of services required to

fulfill this Agreement and shall be used by those persons only for such purposes;

and (iii) may be used for other purposes only upon such terms and conditions as

may be mutually agreed to in advance of such use in writing by the Parties.

Notwithstanding the foregoing sentence, a Receiving Party shall be entitled to

disclose or provide Proprietary Information as required by any governmental

authority or applicable law, upon advice of counsel, only in accordance with

$11.2 of this Agreement.

11.2 If any Receiving Party is required by any governmental authority or by applicable

law to disclose any Proprietary Information, then such Receiving Party shall

provide the Disclosing Party with written notice of such requirement as soon as

possible and prior to such disclosure. The Disclosing Party may then seek

appropriate protective relief from all or part of such requirement. The Receiving

Party shall use all commercially reasonable efforts to cooperate with the

Disclosing Party in attempting to obtain any protective relief that such Disclosing

Party chooses to obtain.

11.3 In the event of the expiration or termination of this Agreement for any reason

whatsoever, each Party shall return to the other Party or destroy all Proprietary

Information and other documents, work. papers and other material (including all

copies thereof) obtained from the other Party in connection with this Agreement

and shall use all reasonable efforts, including instructing its employees and others

who have had access to such information, to keep confidential and not to use any

such information, unless such information is now, or is hereafter disclosed,

through no act, omission or fault of such Party, in any manner making it available

to the general public.

FRAUD

Neither Party shall bear responsibility for, nor be required to malce adjustments to the

other Party's account in cases of fraud by the other Party's end-users or on the other

Party's end-user customer accounts. The Parties agree to reasonably cooperate with each

other to detect, investigate, and prevent fraud and to reasonably cooperate with law

enforcement investigations concerning fraudulent use of the other Party's services or

network. The Parties' fraud minimization procedures are to be cost effective and

implemented so as not to unduly burden or harm one Party as compared to the other.
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possible and prior to such disclosure. The Disclosing Party may then seek
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Information and other documents, work papers and other material (including all

copies thereof) obtained from the other Party in connection with this Agreement
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12. FRAUD

Neither Party shall bear responsibility for, nor be required to make adjustments to the

other Party's account in cases of fraud by the other Party's end-users or on the other

Party's end-user customer accounts. The Parties agree to reasonably cooperate with each

other to detect, investigate, and prevent fraud and to reasonably cooperate with law

enforcement investigations concerning fraudulent use of the other Party's services or

network. The Parties' fraud minimization procedures are to be cost effective and

implemented so as not to unduly burden or harm one Party as compared to the other.
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13. DISPIJTK RKSOLl.JTION

Except as provided under Section 252 of the Act with respect to the approval of this

Agreement by the Commission, the Patties desire to resolve disputes arising out of or

relating to this Agreement without, to the extent possible, litigation. Accordingly, except
for action seeking a temporary restraining order or an injunction related to the purposes

of this Agreement, or suit to compel compliance with this dispute resolution process, the

Parties agree to use the following dispute resolution procedures with respect to any

controversy or claim arising out of or relating to this Agreement or its breach.

13.1 Informal Resolution of Dis utes. At the written request of a Party, each Party will

appoint a knowledgeable, responsible representative, empowered to resolve such

dispute, to meet and negotiate in good faith to resolve any dispute arising out of or

relating to this Agreement. The location, format, frequency, duration, and

conclusion of these discussions shall be left to the discretion of the

representatives. Upon agreement, the representatives may utilize other alternative

dispute resolution procedures such as mediation to assist in the negotiations.

Discussions and correspondence among the representatives for purposes of these

negotiations shall be treated as Confidential Information developed for purposes

of settlement, exempt from discovery, and shall not be admissible in the

arbitration described below or in any lawsuit without the concurrence of all

Parties. Documents identified in or provided with such communications, which

are not prepared for purposes of the negotiations, are not so exempted and may, if
otherwise discoverable, be discovered or otherwise admissible, be admitted in

evidence, in the arbitration or lawsuit.

13.2 Formal Dis ute Resolution. If negotiations fail to produce an agreeable resolution

within ninety (90) days, then either Party may proceed with any remedy available

to it pursuant to law, equity or agency mechanisms; provided, that upon mutual

agreement of the Parties such disputes may also be submitted to binding

arbitration. In the case of an arbitration, each Party shall bear its own costs. The

Parties shall equally split the fees of any mutually agreed upon arbitration

procedure and the associated arbitrator

13.3.1 Continuous Service. The Parties shall continue providing services to each other

during the pendency of any dispute resolution procedure (other than a dispute
related to payment for service), and the Parties shall continue to perform their

payment obligations including making payments in accordance with this

Agreement

14. Entire Agreement

14.1 This Agreement and applicable attachments, constitute the entire agreement of the

Parties pertaining to the subject matter of this Agreement and supersede all prior

agreements, negotiations, proposals, and representations, whether written or oral, and all

contemporaneous oral agreements, negotiations, proposals, and representations

concerning such subject matter. No representations, understandings, agreements, or

warranties, expressed or implied have been made or relied upon in the making of this

Agreement other than those specifically set forth herein.
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14.2 If any definitions, terms or conditions in any given Appendix, Attacliment,

Exhibit, Schedule or Addenda differ from those contained in the main body of this

Agreement, those definitions, terms or conditions will supersede those contained in the

main body of this Agreement, but only in regard to the services or activities listed in that

particular Appendix, Attachment, Exhibit, Schedule or Addenda.

15. EXPENSES

Except as specifically set out in this Agreement, each Party shall be solely responsible for
its own expenses involved in all activities related to the subject of this Agreement.

16. FORCE MAJEURE

Neither Party shall be liable for any delay or failure in performance of any part of this

Agreement from any cause beyond its control and without its fault or negligence

including, without limitation, acts of nature, acts of civil or military authority,

government regulations, embargoes, epidemics, terrorist acts, riots, insurrections, fires,
explosions, earthquakes, nuclear accidents, floods, equipment failure, power blackouts,
volcanic action, other major environmental disturbances, unusually severe weather

conditions, inability to secure products or services of other persons or transportation

facilities or acts or omissions of transportation carriers (collectively, a "Force Majeure
Event" ). If any Force Majeure condition occurs, the Party delayed or unable to perform

shall give immediate notice to the other Party and shall take all reasonable steps to
correct the Force Majeure condition. During the pendency of the Force Majeure, the

duties of the Parties under this Agreement affected by the Force Majeure condition shall

be abated and shall resume without liability thereafter.

17. GOOD FAITH PERFORMANCE

In the performance of their obligations under this Agreement, the Parties shall act in good
faith. In situations in which notice, consent, approval, or similar action by a Party is

permitted or required by any provision of this Agreement, such action shall not be

conditional, unreasonably withheld, or delayed.

18. GOVERNING LAW

This Agreement shall be governed by and construed and enforced in accordance with the

laws of the State of South Carolina without regard to its conflict of laws principles and,

when applicable, in accordance with the requirements of the Act and the FCC's

implementing regulations.

19. HEADINGS

The headings in this Agreement are inserted for convenience and identification only and

shall not be considered in the interpretation of this Agreement.

20. INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR RELATIONSHIP
Neither this Agreement, nor any actions taken by CLEC or ILEC in compliance with this

Agreement, shall be deemed to create an agency or joint venture relationship between

CLEC and ILEC, or any relationship other than that of co-carriers. Neither this
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Agreement, nor any actions taken by CLEC or ILEC in compliance with this Agreement,

shall create a contractual, agency, or any other type of relationship or third party liability

between CLEC and ILEC End Users Customers or others.

21. LAW ENFORCKMFNT INTERFACE

21.1 With respect to requests for call content interception or call information

interception directed a Party's End User Customer, the other Party will have no

direct involvement in law enforcement interface. In the event a Party receives a

law enforcement surveillance request for an end-user of the other Party, the Party

initially contacted shall direct the agency to the other Party.

21.2 Notwithstanding 21.1, the Parties agree to work jointly in security matters to

support law enforcement agency requirements for call content interception or call

information interception.

22. LIABILITY AND INDEMNITY

22. 1 DISCLAIMER

EXCEPT AS SPECIFICALLY PROVIDED TO THK CONTRARY IN THIS
AGREEMENT, EACH PARTY MAKES NO REPRESENTATIONS OR
WARRANTIKS TO THK OTHER PARTY CONCERNIN( THK SPECIFIC
QUALITY OF ANY SERVICES OR FACILITIKS IT PROVIDES UNDER

THIS AGRKKMKNT. EACH PARTY DISCLAIMS, WITHOUT
LIMITATION, ANY WARRANTY OR GUARANTEE OF
MERCHANTABILITY OR FITNKSS FOR A PARTICULAR PURPOSE,
ARISING FROM COURSE OF PERFORMANCE, COURSE OF
DEALING, OR FROM USAGES OF TRADE.

22.2 Indemnification

22.2.1 Each Party (the "Indemnifying Party" ) shall indemnify and hold

harmless the other Party ("Indemnified Party" ) from and against loss, cost,

claim liability, damage, and expense (including reasonable attorney's fees) to

customers and other third parties for:

(1) damage to tangible personal property or for personal injury
proximately caused by the negligence or willful misconduct of the

Indemnifying Party, its employees, agents or contractors;

(2) claims for libel, slander, or infringement of copyright arising

from the material transmitted over the Indemnified Party's facilities

arising from the Indemnifying Party's own communications or the

communications of such Indemnifying Party's customers; and

(3) claims for infringement of patents arising from combining the
Indemnified Party's facilities or services with, or the using of the
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Indemnified Party's services or facilities in connection with, facilities
of the Indemnifying Party.

Notwithstanding this indemnification provision or any other provision in the
Agreement, neither Party, nor its parent, subsidiaries, affiliates, agents,
servants, or employees, shall be liable to the other for Consequential
Damages as defined in Section 22.3.3 of this Agreement.

22.2.2 The Indemnified Party will notify the Indemnifying Party promptly in
writing of any claims, lawsuits, or demands by customers or other third
parties for which the Indemnified Party alleges that the Indemnifying Party
is responsible under this Section, and, if requested by the Indemnifying
Party, will tender the defense of such claim, lawsuit or demand.

(1) In the event the Indemnifying Party does not promptly assume
or diligently pursue the defense of the tendered action, then the
Indemnified Party may proceed to defend or settle said action and the
Indemnifying Party shall hold harmless the Indemnified Party from
any loss, cost liabihty, damage and expense.

(2) In the event the Party otherwise entitled to indemnification
from the other elects to decline such indemnification, then the Party
making such an election may, at its own expense, assume defense and
settlement of the claim, lawsuit or demand.

(3) The Parties will cooperate in every reasonable manner with the
defense or settlement of any claim, demand, or lawsuit.

22.3 Limitation of Liability

22.3.1 No liability shall attach to either Party, its parents, subsidiaries,
affiliates, agents, servants, employees, officers, directors, or partners for
damages arising from errors, mistakes, omissions, interruptions, or delays in the
course of establishing, furnishing, rearranging, moving, terminating, changing,
or providing or failing to provide services or facilities (including the obtaining or
furnishing of information with respect thereof or with respect to users of the
services or facilities) in the absence of gross negligence or willful misconduct.

22.3.2 Except as otherwise provided in Section 22, no Party shall be liable to
the other Party for any loss, defect or equipment failure caused by the conduct
of the first Party, its agents, servants, contractors or others acting in aid or
concert with that Party, except in the case of gross negligence or willful
misconduct.

22.3.3 In no event shall either Party have any liability whatsoever to the
other Party for any indirect, special, consequential, incidental or punitive
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22.3
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(2) In the event the Party otherwise entitled to indemnification
from the other elects to decline such indemnification, then the Party

making such an election may, at its own expense, assume defense and

settlement of the claim, lawsuit or demand.
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Limitation of Liability
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affiliates, agents, servants, employees, officers, directors, or partners for

damages arising from errors, mistakes, omissions, interruptions, or delays in the

course of establishing, furnishing, rearranging, moving, terminating, changing,
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22.3.2 Except as otherwise provided in Section 22, no Party shall be liable to
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other Party for any indirect, special, consequential, incidental or punitive
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damages, including but not limited to loss of anticipated profits or revenue or
other economic loss in connection with or arising from anything said, omitted or
done hereunder (collectively, "Consequential Damages" ), even if the other Party
has been advised of the possibility of such damages, exce t t'o tfie extent that such
dama es are caused b the I'ar 's ~ross ne li ence or will ul misconduct

22.4 Intellectual Property

Exce t as re uired b a licable laN neither Party shall have any obligation
to defend, indemnify or hold harmless, or acquire any license or right for the
benefit of, or owe any other obligation or have any liability to, the other
based on or arising from any claim, demand, or proceeding by any third

party alleging or asserting that the use of any circuit, apparatus, or system,
or the use of any software, or the performance of any service or method, or
the provision or use of any facilities by either Party under this Agreement
constitutes direct or contributory infringement, or misuse or
misappropriation of any patent, copyright, trademark, trade secret, or any
other proprietary or intellectual property right of any third party.

23. JOINT WORK PRODUCT

This Agreement is the joint work product of the Parties, has been negotiated by the

Parties, and shall be fairly interpreted in accordance with its terms. In the event of any

ambiguities, no inferences shall be drawn against either Party.

24. MULTIPLE COUNTERPARTS

This Agreement may be executed in multiple counterparts, each of which shall be

deemed an original, but all of which shall together constitute but one and the same

document.

25. NO THIRD PARTY BENEFICIARIES

This Agreement is for the sole benefit of the Parties and their permitted assigns, and

nothing herein expressed or implied shall create or be construed to create any third-party

beneficiary rights hereunder. Except for provisions herein expressly authorizing a Party

to act for another, nothing in this Agreement shall constitute a party as a legal

representative or agent of the other Party; nor shall a Party have the right or authority to

assume, create or incur any liability or any obligation of any kind, express or implied,

against, in the name of, or on behalf of the other Party, unless otherwise expressly

permitted by such other Party. Except as otherwise expressly provided in this

Agreement, no party undertakes to perform any obligation of the other Party, whether

regulatory or contractual, or to assume any responsibility for the management of the other

Party's business.

26. NOTICES

Notices given by one Party to the other Party under this Agreement shall be in writing

and shall be: (i) delivered personally; (ii) delivered by express delivery service; or (iii)
mailed, certified mail, return receipt to the following addresses of the Parties:
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To: CLEC To: ILEC

Director —National Carrier Contracts 8c

Initiatives
22001 Loudoun County Parkway, G2-3-614
Ashburn, VA 20147

With a copy to:
VPk Chief Counsel —Technology k Network

Law
1133 19th St. NW, Rm. 1015
Washington, DC 20036
Billing Notices for nonpayment and default for

b ldb
with co o bill at issue either emailed or
axed at same time as email to::

Earl Hurter
Sr. Manager —Line Cost Management

3l2-260-35o9
Fax: 3l2-470-56l l
email: earl. hurtermci. corn

With a copy to:

Or to such other address as either Party shall designate by proper notice. Notices will be

deemed given as of the earlier of: (i) the date of actual receipt; (ii) the next business day

when notice is sent via express mail or personal delivery; or (iii) three (3) days after

mailing in the case of certified U.S. mail.

27. IMPAIRMENT OF SERVICE

The characteristics and methods of operation of any circuits, facilities or equipment of a

Party connected with the services, facilities or equipment of the other Party pursuant to

this Agreement shall not interfere with or impair service over any facilities of the other

Party, its affiliated companies, or its connecting and concurring carriers involved in its

services, cause damage to its plant, violate any applicable law or regulation regarding the

invasion of privacy of any communications carried over the other Party's facilities or

create hazards to the employees of the other party or to the public (each hereinafter

referred to as an "Impairment of Service" ).

28. CHANCE IN LAW

The Parties acknowledge that the respective rights and obligations of each Party as set

forth in this Agreement are based on the text of the Telecommunications Act of 1996 and

the rules and regulations promulgated thereunder by the FCC and the Commission as of
the Effective Date ("Applicable Rules" ). In the event of any amendment to the

Telecommunications Act of 1996, any effective legislative action or any effective, final

3/17/2005 12 MCI —ILEC Interconnection Agreement

GeneralTermsandConditions

To: CLEC To: ILEC

Director - National Carrier Contracts &

Initiatives

22001 Loudoun County Parkway, G2-3-614

Ashburn, VA 20147

With a copy to:

VP& Chief Counsel - Technology & Network

Law

1133 19th St. NW, Rm. 1015

Washington, DC 20036

Billing Notices for nonpayment and default for

nonpayment_should be sent emailed along

with copy of bill at issue (either emailed or

faxed at same time as email) to::

Earl Hurter

Sr. Manager - Line Cost Management
312-260-3599

Fax: 312-470-5611

email: earl. hurter@mci, com

With a copy to:

Or to such other address as either Party shall designate by proper notice. Notices will be

deemed given as of the earlier of: (i) the date of actual receipt; (ii) the next business day

when notice is sent via express mail or personal delivery; or (iii) three (3) days after

mailing in the case of certified U.S. mail.

27. IMPAIRMENT OF SERVICE

The characteristics and methods of operation of any circuits, facilities or equipment of a

Party connected with the services, facilities or equipment of the other Party pursuant to

this Agreement shall not interfere with or impair service over any facilities of the other

Party, its affiliated companies, or its connecting and concurring carriers involved in its

services, cause damage to its plant, violate any applicable law or regulation regarding the

invasion of privacy of any communications carried over the other Party's facilities or

create hazards to the employees of the other party or to the public (each hereinafter

referred to as an "Impairment of Service").

28. CHANGE IN LAW

The Parties acknowledge that the respective rights and obligations of each Party as set

forth in this Agreement are based on the text of the Telecommunications Act of 1996 and

the rules and regulations promulgated thereunder by the FCC and the Commission as of

the Effective Date ("Applicable Rules"). In the event of any amendment to the

Telecommunications Act of 1996, any effective legislative action or any effective, final
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regulatory or judicial order, rule, regulation, arbitration award, dispute resolution

procedures under this Agreement or other legal action purporting to apply the provisions

of the Telecommunications Act to the Parties or in which the FCC or the Commission

makes a generic determination that is generally applicable which revises, modifies or

reverses the Applicable Rules (individually and collectively, Amended Rules), either

Party may, to the extent permitted or required, by providing written notice to the other

party, require that the affected provisions of this Agreement be renegotiated in good faith

and this Agreement shall be amended accordingly to reflect the pricing, terms and

conditions of each such Amended Rules relating to any of the provisions in this

Agreement.

29, Regulatory Approval

The Parties understand and agree that this Agreement will be filed with the Commission,

and to the extent required by FCC rules may thereafter be filed with the FCC. Each Party

covenants and agrees to fully support approval of this Agreement by the Commission or

the FCC under $252(e) of the Act without modification. The Parties, however, reserve

the right to seek regulatory relief and otherwise seek redress from each other regarding

performance and implementation of this Agreement. In the event the Commission or

FCC rejects this Agreement in whole or in part, the Parties agree to meet and negotiate in

good faith to arrive at a mutually acceptable modification of the rejected portion(s).

30. TAXES AND FEES

Each Party purchasing services hereunder shall pay or otherwise be responsible for all

federal, state, or local sales, use, excise, gross receipts, transaction or similar taxes, fees

or surcharges levied against or upon such purchasing Party (or the providing Party when

such providing Party expressly is permitted by law to pass along to the purchasing Party

such taxes, fees or surcharges), except for any tax on either Party's corporate existence,

status or income. Whenever possible, these amounts shall be billed as a separate item on

the invoice. To the extent a sale is claimed to be for resale tax exemption, the purchasing

Party shall furnish the providing Party a proper resale tax exemption certificate as

authorized or required by statute or regulation by the jurisdiction providing said resale tax

exemption. Failure to provide in a timely manner such sale for resale tax exemption

certificate will result in no exemption being available to the purchasing Party.

31. TRADEMARKS AND TRADE NAMES

No patent, copyright, trademark or other proprietary right is licensed, granted, or

otherwise transferred by this Agreement. Each Party is strictly prohibited from any use,

including but not limited to in sales, in marketing or advertising of telecommunications

services, of any name, copyrighted material, service mark, or trademark of the other

Party.
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32. NON-WAIVER

Failure of either Party to insist on performance of any term or condition of this

Agreement or to exercise any right or privilege hereunder shall not be construed as a
continuing or future waiver of such term, condition, right or privilege.

33. REFERENCED DOCI.JMKNTS

Except where such handbooks/documents/web information (a) conflicts with contract

language; (b) adds charges not covered in this Agreement's Pricing Attachment; (c)
establishes unreasonable restrictions or demands or (d) conflicts with applicable law,

each Party will use the other's operational handbooks or web-based procedures for
interacting with one another (e.g. placing orders, handling maintenance issues, obtaining

customer information). lf provisions in or changes to the operational handbooks or web-

based procedures of one Party cause significant modifications to the other Party' s
("Disputing Party" ) processes and are outside normal industry practice, the Disputing

Party may raise the concern with the Party whose procedures have changed. The Parties

agree to discuss options for minimizing the impact of the change on the Disputing Party
and implementing such options if appropriate. Adherence by a Party to a provision of the

other Party's handbooks or procedures shall not constitute a waiver of the right to object
to such provision, or to pursue the dispute resolution process regarding such provision.
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties have executed this Agreement the day and

year written below.

ILF,C MCImetro Access Transmission
Services LLC

By:

Title:

Date:

By:

Name: Michael Beach

Title: VP-Carrier Mana ement

Date:
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By:
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Title:

Date:

By:
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Title:

Date:
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2.

GLOSSARY

General Rule

Special meanings are given to common words in the telecommunications industry, and

coined words and acronyms are common in the custom and usage in the industry. Words

used in this agreement are to be understood according to the custom and usage of the

telecommunications industry, as an exception to the general rule of contract interpretation

that words are to be understood in their ordinary and popular sense. In addition to this

rule of interpretation, the following terms used in this Agreement shall have the meanings

as specified below:

Definitions

2.1 ACCESS SERVICE REQUEST (ASR).

An industry standard form, which contains data elements and usage rules used by

the Parties to add, establish, change or disconnect services or trunks for the

purposes of interconnection.

2.2 ACT.

The Communications Act of 1934 (47 U.S.C. $151 et. seq. ), as from time to time

amended (including, without limitation by the Telecommunications Act of 1996,
Public Law 104-104 of the 104th IJnited States Congress effective February 8,

1996), and as further interpreted in the duly authorized and effective rules and

regulations of the FCC or the Commission.

2.3 AFFILIATE.

Shall have the meaning set forth in the Act.

2.4 APPLICABLE LAW.

All effective laws, government regulations and orders, applicable to each Party' s

performance of its obligations under this agreement.

2,5 AI JTOMATIC NUMBER IDENTIFICATION (ANI).

The signaling parameter which refers to the number transmitted through the

network identifying the billing number of the calling Party.

2.6 CALLING PARTY NUMBER (CPN).

A Signaling System 7 (SS7) parameter that identifies the calling party's telephone

number. A set of digits and related indicators (type of number, numbering, plan

identification, screening indicator, presentation indicator) that provide numbering

information related to the calling party. LTI.625-1993]

2.7 CENTRAL OFFICE.

A local switching system for connecting lines to lines, lines to trunks, or tnmks to

trunks for the purpose of originating/terminating calls over the public switched

telephone network. A single Central Office may handle several Central Office
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General Terms and Conditions

2.10

2.11

2.12

2.13

2.14

2.15

2.16

2.17

2.19

codes ("NXX"). Sometimes this term is used to refer to a telephone company

building in which switching systems and telephone equipment are installed.

CENTRAL OFFICE SWITCH.

A switch used to provide Telecommunications Services including but not limited

to an End Office Switch or a Tandem Switch. A Central Office Switch may also

be employed as combination End Office/Tandem Office Switch.

CHARGED NUMBER.

The Charged Number is the billing number of the end user that is billed for the

call.

COMMIS SION.

Means the South Carolina Public Service Communication.

COMMON CHANNEL SIGNALING (CCS),

A method of transmitting call set-up and network control data over a digital

signaling network separate from the public switched telephone network facilities

that carry the actual voice or data content of the call.

COMPETITIVE LOCAL EXCHANGE CARRIER (CLEC).

Any corporation or other person legally able to provide Local Exchange Service

in competition with an ILEC.

CUSTOMER PROPRIETARY NETWORK INFORMATION (CPNI).

Shall have the meaning set forth in Section 222 of the Act, 47 IJ.S.C. $ 222.

DIGITAL SIGNAL LEVEL 1 (DS1).

The 1.544 Mbps first-level signal in the time-division multiplex hierarchy.

DIGITAL SIGNAL LEVEL 3 (DS3).

The 44.736 Mbps third-level signal in the time-division multiplex hierarchy.

END OFFICE SWITCH OR END OFFICE.

End Office Switch is a switch in which the End User Customer station loops are

terminated for connection to trunks. The End User Customer receives terminating,

switching, signaling, transmission, and related functions for a defined geographic

area by means of an End Office Switch.

END IJSER CUSTOMER.

A retail business or residential end-user subscriber to Telephone Exchange

Service provided directly ~or indirectl by either of the Parties.

END USER CUSTOMER LOCATION.

The physical location of the premise where an End User Customer makes use of
Telephone Exchange Service.

EXCHANGE AREA.
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2.20

2.21

2.22

2.24

2.25

2.26

Means the geographic area that has been identified by ILEC for its provision of
Telephone Exchange Service.

FCC,

The Federal Communications Commission.

INCIJMBENT LOCAL EXCHANGE CARRIER (ILEC ).

Shall have the meaning stated in the Act. For purposes of this Agreement, Inser[t
ILEC Name] is an ILEC.

INFORMATION SERVICE.

The term shall be as defined in the Act. 47 U.S.C. $153(20)

INTEREXCHANGE CARRIER (IXC).

A Telecommunications Carrier that provides, directly or indirectly, InterLATA or

IntraLATA telephone toll services.

INTERLATA TRAFFIC,

Telecommunications traffic that originates in one LATA and terminates in

another LATA.

INTRALATA TRAFFIC

Telecommunications traffic that originates and terminates in the same LATA,

including but not limited to IntraLATA toll, ISP Bound and Local/EAS. ISP
bound tra tc will be rated based on the ovi inatin and terminatin NPA-NXX

INTERNET PROTOCOL CONNECTION (IPC).

The IPC is the connection between the ISP and the customer where end user

information is originated or terminated utilizing internet protocol.

2.27

2.28

ISDN USER PART (ISUP).

A part of the SS7 protocol that defines call setup messages and call takedown

messages.

ISP-BOUND TRAFFIC

ISP-Bound Traffic means traffic that originates from or is directed, either directly

or indirectly, to or through an information service provider or Internet service

provider (ISP) that ma be h sicall locatedin the Local/EAS area o the

ovi inatin End User Customer or has urchased FXservice rom the CLEC.
The FCC has urisdiction over ISP tva tc and sets the rules or com ensation

Local/EAS area of the originating Knd User Customer. Traffic originated

from, directed to or through an ISP physically located outside the originating

End User Customer's Local/KAS area will be considered switched toll traffic
and subject to access charges.
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2.29 JI.JRSIDICTION INDICATOR PARAMETER (JIP)

JIP is an existing six (6) digit (npa-nxx) field in the ss7 message. this field designates

the first point of switching.

2.30

2.31

2.32

2.35

2.36

LOCAL ACCESS AND TRANSPORT AREA (LATA).

Shall have the meaning set forth in the Act.

LINE INFORMATION DATABASE (LIDB).

One or all, as the context may require, of the Line InfoiTnation databases owned

individually by ILEC and other entities which provide, among other things,

calling card validation functionality for telephone line number cards issued by

ILEC and other entities. A LIDB also contains validation data for collect and

third number-billed calls; i.e., Billed Number Screening.

LOCAL EXCHANGE CARRIER (LEC).

The tenn "local exchange carrier" means any person that is engaged in the

provision of telephone exchange service or exchange access. Such term does not

include a person insofar as such person is engaged in the provision of commercial

mobile service under section 332(c), except to the extent that the Commission

finds that such service should be included in the definition of such term. 47
U.S.C. $ 3(26)

LOCAL EXCHANGE ROUTING GUIDE (LERG).

The Telcordia Teclinologies reference customarily used to identify NPA/NXX

routing and homing information, as well as network element and equipment

designation.

LOCAL/EAS TRAFFIC.

Any call that originates from an End User Customer physically located in one

exchange and terminates to an End User Customer physically locted in either the

same exchange or other mandatory local calling area associated with the

originating End User Customer's exchange as defined and specified in ILEC's
tariff. ISP-bound tra tc ma be carried on local interconnection trunks but will

be rated based on tlte ori inatin and terminatin~ NPA-XXX

NEW SERVICE PROVIDER. (NSP),

When an End User Customer is changing its local exchange service from one

provider to another, the NSP is the winning provider who is adding the End User

Customer to its service.

NORTH AMERICAN NUMBERING PLAN (NANP).

The system of telephone rnimbering employed in the United States, Canada,

Bermuda, Puerto Rico and certain Caribbean islands. The NANP format is a 10-

digit number that consist of a 3-digit NPA Code (commonly referred to as area

code), followed by a 3-digit NXX code and 4 digit line number.
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2.37

2.39

2.40

2.41

NUMBERING PLAN AREA (NPA).

Also sometimes referred to as an area code, is the first three-digit indicator of
each 10-digit telephone number within the NANP. Each NPA contains 800
possible NXX Codes. There are two general categories of NPA, "Geographic
NPAs" and "Non-Geographic NPAs". A Geographic NPA is associated with a
defined geographic area, and all telephone numbers bearing such NPA are

associated with services provided within that geographic area. A Non-

Geographic NPA, also known as a "Service Access Code" or "SAC Code" is

typically associated with a specialized Telecommunications Service that may be
provided across multiple geographic NPA areas. 500, 700, 800, 888 and 900 are

examples of Non-Geographic NPAs.

NXX, NXX CODE, CENTRAL OFFICE CODE OR CO CODE.

The three-digit switch entity indicator (i.e. the first three digits of a seven-digit

telephone number). Each NXX Code contains 10,000 station numbers.

OLD SERVICE PROVIDER (OSP).

When an End User Customer is changing its local exchange service from one

provider to another, the OSP is the losing carrier who is disconnecting service to
the End User Customer.

POINT OF INTERCONNECTION (POI).

The physical location(s) within ILEC's network, at which the Parties' networks

meet for the purpose of exchanging Local/EAS Traffic.

RATE CENTER AREA.

A Rate Center Area is a geographic location, which has been designated by the
ILEC as being associated with a particular NPA-NXX code, which has been
assigned to an ILEC for its provision of Telephone Exchange Service. Rate
Center Area is normally the same as the boundary of the ILEC Exchange Area as
defined by the Commission.

2.42 RATE CENTER

A Rate Center is the finite geographic point identified by a specific V&H
coordinate which is used by the ILEC to measure, for billing purposes, distance
sensitive transmission services associated with the specific rate center; provided
that a Rate Center cannot exceed the boundaries of the ILEC Exchange Area as
defined by the Commission.

2.43 SIGNALING SYSTEM 7 (SS7).

The common channel out-of-band signaling protocol developed by the

Consultative Committee for International Telephone and Telegraph (CCITT) and

the American National Standards Institute (ANSI). ILEC and CLEC currently

utilize this out-of-band signaling protocol.
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2.44

2.46

SWITCHED ACCESS SERVICE.

The offering of transmission and switching services for the purpose of the

origination or termination of Toll Traffic. Switched Access Services include but

may not be limited to: Feature Group A, Feature Group B, Feature Group D, 700
access, 8XX access, and 900 access.

TANDEM SWITCH.

A switching entity that has billing and recording capabilities and is used to

connect and switch trunk circuits between and among end office switches and

between and among end office switches and carriers' aggregation points, points of
termination, or point of presence, and to provide Switched Exchange Access

Services.

TANDEM TRANSIT TRAFFIC OR TRANSIT TRAFFIC

2.47

2.48

2.49

2.50

Telephone Exchange Service traffic that originates on one Party's network, and is

transported through a the other Party's Tandem to the Central Office of a CLEC,
Interexchange Carrier, Commercial Mobile Radio Service ("CMRS") carrier,

ILEC or other LEC, where the homing aiTangement for the dialed NPA-NXX-X

is designated as the tandem switch per the Local Exchange Routing Guide

Subtending Central Offices shall be determined in accordance with and as

identified in the Local Exchange Routing Guide ("LERG"). Switched Exchange

Access Service traffic is not Tandem Transit Traffic.

TARIFF.

Any applicable Federal or State tariff of a Party, as amended from time to time.

TELCORDIA TECHNOLOGIES.

Formerly la&own as Bell Communications Research, a wholly owned subsidiary

of Science Applications International Corporation (SAIC). The organization

conducts research and development projects for its owners, including

development of new Telecommunications Services. Telcordia Technologies also

provides generic requirements for the telecommunications industry for products,

services and technologies.

TELECOMMUNICATIONS CARRIER.

The term "telecommunications carrier" means any provider of
telecommunications services, except that such term does not include aggregators

of telecommunications services. A telecommunications carrier shall be treated as

a common carrier under the Telecommunications Act only to the extent that it is

engaged in providing telecommunications services.

TELECOMMUNICATIONS SERVICE.

The term "telecommunications service" means the offering of telecommunications

for a fee directly to the public, or to such classes of users as to be effectively

available directly to the public, regardless of the facilities used.
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2.51 TELEPHONE EXCHANGE SERVICE.

The term "telephone exchange service" means shall have the meaning set forth in

47 7J.S.C. Section 3 (47) of the Act,

2.52 VOIP OR IP-ENABLED TRAFFIC.

VoIP means any IP-enabled, real-time, multidirectional voice call, including,
but not limited to, service that mimics traditional telephony. For purposes of
this Agreement, VoIP or IP-Enabled Voice Traffic is limited to::

(i) Voice traffic originating on Internet Protocol Connection
(IPC), and which terminates on the Public Switched Telephone
Network (PSTN); and

(ii) Voice traffic originated on the PSTN, and which terminates on
IPC.
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Bet Dehart

From:
To:
Cc:
Sent:
Subject:

"Darra W, Cothran" (dwcothranowchlaw. corn)
"Ken Woods" &ken. woods@mci. corn&
"betty" (bdehartowchlaw. corn)
Tuesday, March 15, 2005 3:29 PM
RE: Agreement on Arbitration Window and Redline

I will be out of town Wednesday and most of Thursday this week. (I should be back in Columbia by 4 or 5
Thursday. ) lf the Petition will be in final form, Warren can sign it for me and Betty can get it filed. Otherwise, it

may be Friday before I can review it unless you can email it to me today or early tomorrow.

darra

---Original Message---
From: Ken Woods [mailto:ken. woodsomci. corn]
Sent: Tuesday, March 15, 2005 3:09 PM

To: Darra W Cothran (Darra W Cothran)
Subject: FW: Agreement on Arbitration Window and Redline

Importance: High

This will be part of exhibit D of the arbitration petition, which I am preparing and

which you will need to file on Thursday. Ken

---Onginal Message---
From: kkinard [mailto:karen. kinardomci. corn]
Sent: Monday, March 14, 2005 9:14AM

To: john Monroe; Ken Woods
Subject: FW: Agreement on Arbitration Window and Redline

Importance: High

Another official sign off on joint arbitration.

---Original Message---
From: Denny Thompson [mailto: Denny. ThompsonOHOMETELCO. COM]

Sent: Monday, March 14, 2005 8:08 AM

To: karen. kinardomci. corn

Cc: Keith Oliver; 'Azita Sparano'

Subject: FW: Agreement on Arbitration Window and Redline

Importance: High

March 14, 2005

Dear Karen,

Ms. Azita Sparano of JSI, our consultant, asks that Home email you concerning arbitration. Please let this

email serve as notice that Home does agree to a joint arbitration with the other LEGS that JSI is

representing in the interconnection. If you have any questions concerning this email, please let me know.

Please reply to this email as confirmation of receipt.

Best Regards,

Denny Thompson
Regulatory and Personnel Director
Home Telephone Company, Inc.

3/17/2005
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Betty Dehart

From:
To:
Cc:
Sent:
Subject:

"Darra W, Cothran" <dwcothran@wchlaw_com>
"Ken Woods" <ken.woods@mci.com>
"betty" <bdehart@wchlaw.com>
Tuesday, March 15, 2005 3:29 PM
RE: Agreement on Arbitration Window and Redline

I will be out of town Wednesday and most of Thursday this week. (I should be back in Columbia by 4 or 5
Thursday.) If the Petition will be in final form, Warren can sign it for me and Betty can get it filed. Otherwise, it
may be Friday before I can review it unless you can email it to me today or early tomorrow.
darra

..... Original Message .......
From= Ken Woods [mailto:ken.woods@mci.com]
Sent: Tuesday, March 15, 2005 3:09 PM
To" Darra W Cothran (Darra W Cothran)
Subject= FW: Agreement on Arbitration Window and Redline
Importance: High

This will be part of exhibit D of the arbitration petition, which I am preparing and

which you will need to file on Thursday. Ken

..... Original Message .....
From: kkinard [mailto:karen.kinard@mci.com]
Sent= Monday, March 14, 2005 9:14 AM
To: John Monroe; Ken Woods
Subject: FW: Agreement on Arbitration Window and Redline
Importance: High

Another official sign off on joint arbitration.

...... Original Message.....
From: Denny Thompson [mailto:Denny.Thompson@HOMETELCO.COM]
Sent' Monday, March 14, 2005 8:08 AM
To: karen,kinard@mci.com
Cc: Keith Oliver; 'Azita Sparano'
Subject: FW: Agreement on Arbitration Window and Redline
Importance: High

March 14, 2005

Dear Karen,

Ms. Azita Sparano of JSI, our consultant, asks that Home email you concerning arbitration. Please let this
email serve as notice that Home does agree to a joint arbitration with the other LECS that JSI is
representing in the interconnection. If you have any questions concerning this email, please let me know.

Please reply to this email as confirmation of receipt.

Best Regards,

Denny Thompson
Regulatory and Personnel Director
Home Telephone Company, Inco

3/17/2005
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Denny Thompson
Home Telephone Company, Inc.
579 Stoney Landing Road
Moncks Corner, South Carolina 29461
843-761-9173 (W)
843-761-6869 (F)

From: Denny Thompson [mailto: Denny. Thompson ohometelco. corn]
Sent: Wednesday, December 22, 2000 0:31 PM

To: 'karen. kinardomci. corn'

Cc: 'Azita Sparano'; 'H Keith Oliver'

Subject: FW: Agreement on Arbitration Window and Redline

Dear Karen,

Please let this email service as notification that Mrs. Azita Sparano, JSI, is fully authorized to represent
Home Telephone Company, Inc —SC on all matters relating to the proposed interconnection between our

two companies.

Please reply to this email as a confirmation of receipt. Should have any questions, please let me know.

Best Regards,

Denny Thompson
Regulatory and Personnel Director
Home Telephone Company, Inc.

Denny Thompson
Home Telephone Company, Inc.
579 Stoney Landing Road
Moncks Corner, South Carolina 29461
843-761-9173 (W)
843-761-6869 (F)

3/17/2005

Page2 of 2

Denny Thompson
Home Telephone Company, Inc.
579 Stoney Landing Road
Moncks Corner, South Carolina 29461
843-761-9173 (W)
843-761-6869 (F)

From: Denny Thompson [mailto:Denny.Thompson@hometelco.com]
Sent: Wednesday, December 22, 2004 4:31 PM
To: 'karen.kinard@mci.com'
C¢: 'Azita Sparano'; 'H Keith Oliver'
Subject" FW: Agreement on Arbitration Window and Redline

Dear Karen,

Please let this email service as notification that Mrs. Azita Sparano, JSI, is fully authorized to represent
Home Telephone Company, Inc - SC on all matters relating to the proposed interconnection between our
two companies.

Please reply to this email as a confirmation of receipt. Should have any questions, please let me know.

Best Regards,

Denny Thompson
Regulatory and Personnel Director
Home Telephone Company, Inc.

Denny Thompson
Home Telephone Company, Inc.
579 Stoney Landing Road
Moncks Corner, South Carolina 29461
843-761-9173 (W)
843-761-6869 (F)

3/17/2005
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Bet Dehart

From: "Darra W. Cothran" &dwcothranowchlaw. corn&
To: "betty" &bdehartowchlaw, corn&
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2005 10:45AM

Subject: FW: Farmers

---Original Message---
From: Ken Woods [mailto:ken. woodsomci. comj
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2005 6:21 PM

To: Darra W Cothran (Darra W Cothran); Betty Dehart
Subject: FW: Farmers

This will be part of exhibit D. Thanks, Ken

---Original Message---
From."kkinard [mailto:karen. kinardomci. corn]
Sent". Wednesday, March 16, 2005 6:15 PM

To: Ken Woods
Subject: Farmers

-----Original Message-----
From: Ronnie Nesmith8mail. ftc. org [mailto:Ronnie Nesmith8mail. ftc. org]
Sent: Friday, March 11, 2005 10:28 AM

To: karen. kinard8mci. corn
Cc: asparano8jsitel. corn
Subject: Arbitration

FTC agrees to a joint arbitration effort in the MCI Metro request for
interconnection.

Thanks,

(Embedded image moved to file: pic03366. jpg)

Ronald K. Nesmith
Controller
Farmers Telephone Cooperative, Inc.
843-382-1269 (tel)
843-382-4444 (fax)
Ronnie Nesmith8ftc. org
(Embedded image moved to file: pic29873. jpg)

3/17/2005
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Betty Dehart

From:
To:
Sent:
Subject:

"Darra W. Cothran" <dwcothran@wchlaw.com>
"betty" <bdehart@wchlawcom>
Thursday, March 17, 2005 10:45 AM
FW: Farmers

..... Original Message .....
From: Ken Woods [mailto:ken.woods@mci.com]
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2005 6:21 PM
To: Darra W Cothran (Darra W Cothran); Betty Dehart
Subject: FW: Farmers

This will be part of exhibit D. Thanks, Ken

..... Original Message .....
From: kkinard [mailto:karen.kinard@mci.com]
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2005 6:15 PM
To: Ken Woods

Subject: Farmers

..... Original Message .....

From: Ronnie Nesmith@mail.ftc.org [mailto:Ronnie Nesmith@mail.ftc.org]

Sent: Friday, March ii, 2005 10:28 AM

To: karen.kinard@mci.com

Cc: asparano@jsitel.com

Subject: Arbitration

FTC agrees to a joint arbitration effort in the MCI Metro request for

interconnection.

Thanks,

(Embedded image moved to file: pic03366.jpg)

Ronald K. Nesmith

Controller

Farmers Telephone Cooperative, Inc.

843-382-1269 (tel)

843-382-4444 (fax)

Ronnie Nesmith@ftc.org

(Embedded image moved to file: pic29873.jpg)

3/17/2005
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Bet Dehart

From:
To:
Sent:
Subject:

"Darra W. Cothran" &dwcothran@wchlaw. corn&
"betty" &bdehartowchlaw. corn)
Thursday, March 17, 2005 10:45AM

FW: Consolidated Arbitration, PBT

---Original Message---
From: Ken Woods [mailto:ken. woodsomci. corn]
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2005 6:19 PM

To: Betty Dehart
Cc: Darra W Cothran (Darra W Cothran)
Subject."FW: Consolidated Arbitration. PBT

This will also be included in exhibit D. Thanks, Ken

---Original Message---
From". kkinard [mailto:karen. kinardomci. corn]
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2005 6:11PM

To: Ken Woods
Subject: FW: Consolidated Arbitration. PBT

---Original Message---
From: Azita Sparano [mailto:asparanoojsitel. corn]
Sent: Tuesday, March 15, 2005 0:12 PM

To: karen Kinard

Subject: FW: Consolidated Arbitration.

From: Ben Spearman [mailto: BSpearmanOPBTTEL. NET]
Sent: Tuesday, March 15, 2005 2:29 PM

To: Azita Sparano; karen. kinardomci. corn

Subject: RE: Consolidated Arbitration.

We will particpate.

From: Azita Sparano [mailto:asparanoojsitel. corn]
Sent: Tuesday, March 15, 2005 2:27 PM

To: Ben Spearman
Subject: FW: Consolidated Arbitration.

From: kkinard [mailto: karen. kinardomci. corn]
Sent: Tuesday, March 15, 2005 1:15PM

To: Azita Sparano
Cc: Lans Chase

3/17/2005
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Betty Dehart

From:
To:
Sent:
Subject:

"Darra W. Cothran" <dwcothran@wchlaw.com>
"betty" <bdehart@wchlaw,com>
Thursday. March 17, 2005 10:45 AM
FW: Consolidated Arbitration, PBT

..... Original Message .....
From: Ken Woods [mailto:ken.woods@mci.com]
Sent= Wednesday, March 16, 2005 6:19 PM
To: Betty Dehart
Cc: Darra W Cothran (Darra W Cothran)
Subject: FW: Consolidated Arbitration. PBT

This will also be included in exhibit D.

..... Original Message ......
From: kkinard [mailto:karen.kinard@mci.com]
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2005 6:11 PM
To: Ken Woods

Subject= FW: Consolidated Arbitration. PBT

Thanks, Ken

..... Original Message ......
From: Azita Sparano [mailto:asparano@jsitel.com]
Sent: Tuesday, March 15, 2005 4:12 PM
To: karen Kinard

Subject: FW: Consolidated Arbitration.

From: Ben Spearman [mailto:BSpearman@PBTTEL.NET]
Sent: Tuesday, March 15, 2005 2:29 PM
To: Azita Sparano; karen.kinard@mci.com
Subject: RE: Consolidated Arbitration.

We will particpate

From: Azita Sparano [mailto:asparano@jsitel.com]
Sent: Tuesday, March 15, 2005 2:27 PM
To: Ben Spearman
Subject= FW: Consolidated Arbitration.

From: kkinard [mailto:karen.kinard@mci.com]
Sent= Tuesday, March 15, 2005 1:15 PM
To: Azita Sparano
6c: Lans Chase

3/17/2005
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Subject: Consolidated Arbitration.

I have only gotten emails from Home and Farmers on a consolidated (joint arbitration petition) agreement. Could
you at least send email agreeing to joint for the group.

Thanks

3/17/2005
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Subject: Consolidated Arbitration.

I have only gotten emails from Home and Farmers on a consolidated (joint arbitration petition) agreement. Gould
you at least send email agreeing to joint for the group.

Thanks

3/17/2005


